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NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BYLAWS  OF 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
TO  BE  ACTED  UPON  AT  THE  REGULAR  MEETING  OF  JANUARY  25,  2008,  10:00  A.M. 

CITY  HALL,  ROOM  400 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws  of  the  Bylaws  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council  requiring  circulation  of  proposed  amendments  in  writing  to  all  Council  Members 
and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such  meeting.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will 
discuss  and  vote  on  amending  the  meeting  location  and  schedule  for  the  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee.  The  following  section  is  proposed  for  amendment  to  read  as  follows: 


(2)  Landmark  Tree.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  shall  have  seven  members.  The 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee 
shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4:15  pm  to  5:45  pm,  in  City  Hall,  Room 
421,  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at 
4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF 
Environment's  website.  Meetings  will  be  rescheduled  in  case  of  a  City  recognized  holiday. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  above  notice  was  issued  and  posted  on  January  8,  2008. 


Monica  Fish,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Secretary 


Article  VIII  -  Committees 


Section  4:  Standing  Committees 


The  Council  shall  have  two  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Funding  and 


01-03-0 3P05 -5) 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


JAN  -  8  ZC38 


SAN  FRANCISCO 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


3  1223  08678  5996 


SF  Environment 


GAVIN  NEWSOM,  MAYOR 
JARED  BLUMENFELD,  DIRECTOR 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Regular  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda  -  Amended 

Friday,  January  25,  2008  at  10:00  a.m.  .  . 

City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102  DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


Carolyn  Blair 

Mike  Boss 
Jocelyn  Cohen 
Steve  Griswold 
Malcolm  Hillan 


Terry  Milne 
Chair 


Milton  Marks 
Lena  Miller 
Kelly  Quirke 
Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 


JAN  1  7  2033 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


David  Habert/Tom  Evans 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency 

Susan  Nervo 
SF  Recreation  &  Park  Department 


AnMarie  Rodgers 

SF  Planning  Department 

Carla  Short 

SF  Department  of  Public  Works 


Mark  Sustarich 

SF  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Mei  Ling  Hui 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator 

Monica  Fish 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  December  14,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  December  14,  2007  Regular  Meeting  (Word) 

http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=72866)  (Discussion  and  Action). 

3.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws  Amendment.  Draft  Resolution  to  amend  the  meeting  schedule  and 
location  for  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  documents: 
Draft  Resolution  File  R-2008-01-UFC  Proposed  Bylaws  amendment  (Word) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/sit6/uploadedfiles/sfenviromnent/meetings/ufc/supporting/2008/File2008-01-UFCAm  and  Notice 

of  Proposed  Bylaws  Amendment  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=73282). 

4.  Outreach  Plan  for  Landmarking  of  Trees.  Approval  of  Outreach  Letter  to  Members  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmark  Preservation  Advisory  Board,  and  Directors  of  any 
City  Agency  or  Department  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Outreach  Letter 
(Word) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviroiiiTient/meetings/ufc/supporting/2008/FinalDraftofOutreachIx 

5.  Amendments  to  Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code.  Ordinance  amending 
Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  to  make  clarifying  changes,  establish  hearing 
notice  provisions,  and  extend  the  term  of  temporary  designation  of  nominated  landmark  trees;  and 
making  environmental  findings — Introduced  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  December  1 1 ,  2007 
Meeting.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Ordinance  File  No.  071672 

(PDF)  httpy/webl.sfgov.org/sit^uploadedfiles/sfenvirormen 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Terry  Milne 

6.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  2008 
Work  Plan  recommendations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action).  (Explanatory  Documents:  Urban 
Forestry  Council's  Suggestions  for  the  Work  Plan  from  the  September  28,  2007  Meeting  Minutes — 
Item  4  (HTML)  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenviroiiment  page.asp?id=69i 7 1 .  December  20,  2007  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  Meeting  Minutes  Discussion  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=73020  and 
Planning  and  Funding  Committees'  Priority  Action  Steps  Discussions  (Word) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  planning/supporting/2007/Prioritv ActionStepsDiscussion.doc) 

7.  Permeable  Landscaping  and  Public  Open-Space  Gardens.  Resolution  recommending 
that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  conjunction  with  other  city  agencies  and  community 
groups  or  individuals  design  and  install  three  permeable  landscaping  and  public  open-space 
gardens  located  on  public  rights-of-way  that  incorporate  Landmark  and/or  "significant"  trees 
in  2008.  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Resolution  (Word) 

http://web1.sfQov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  planninq/supportinq/2008/JocelvnResPilotProiects.doc 

and  Design  and  Implementation  Tasks  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  planninq/supportinq/2008/lmplementation%20tasksSPPG 
Cohen.pdf) 

SPEAKER:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Member  Jocelyn  Cohen 


8. 

i 


Landmark  Tree  Publicity  Event  in  the  Month  of  February.  (Discussion) 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Chair  Terry  Milne 


9.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 
relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities.  (Informational  Report 
and  Discussion) 

10.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 

•  Planning  &  Funding  Committee 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  February  21,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 

•  Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  will  be  on  February  12,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 

11.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and  Discussion). 

12.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

13.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

14.  Adjournment 

/ 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by 
the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place. 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location 
are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations 
at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142. 
There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 


chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415) 
554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional  information. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554- 
7854;  E-mail:  sotftajsfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 


Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be 
required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to 
register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics 
Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415) 
581-2317;  web  site  at  www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item 
above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709  or  via  e- 
mail  at  Monica.Fish(rt)Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the 
public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ' 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  January  17,  2008 


FILE  NO.  R-2008-1-UFC 


RESOLUTION  NO. 

January  25,  2008 


1  [Amendment  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws.] 
2 

3  Resolution  amending  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Bylaws  to  amend  the  Planning  and 

4  Funding  Committee's  meeting  schedule  and  location. 

5  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  at  its  January  25,  2008  meeting  considered 

6  and  approved  amending  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  meeting  time  to  4:15  p.m. 

7  and  meeting  location  to  be  Room  421 ,  City  Hall,  One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  in  San 

8  Francisco,  California;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

9  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  voted  to  approve  revision  of  its  Bylaws  to 

10  reflect  amendments  to  Article  Vlll-Committees  to  read  as  follows: 

1 1  Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

12  The  Council  shall  have  two  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Funding  and 

13  (2)  Landmark  Tree.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  shall  have  seven  members.  The 

14  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee 

15  shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4:15  pm  to  5:45  pm,  in  City  Hall,  Room 

16  421 ,  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday 

17  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF 

18  Environment's  website.  Meetings  will  be  rescheduled  in  case  of  a  City  recognized  holiday. 

19  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Regular 

20  Meeting  on  January  25,  2008. 

21   

22  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

23  VOTE: 
Ayes: 

24  Noes: 
Absent: 

25 
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SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BYLAWS  OF 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
TO  BE  ACTED  UPON  AT  THE  REGULAR  MEETING  OF  JANUARY  25,  2008, 10:00  A.M. 

CITY  HALL,  ROOM  400 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws  of  the  Bylaws  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council  requiring  circulation  of  proposed  amendments  in  writing  to  all  Council  Members 
and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such  meeting.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will 
discuss  and  vote  on  amending  the  meeting  location  and  schedule  for  the  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee.  The  following  section  is  proposed  for  amendment  to  read  as  follows: 

/ 

Article  VIII  -  Committees 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  two  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Funding  and 
(2)  Landmark  Tree.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  shall  have  seven  members.  The 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee 
shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4:15  pm  to  5:45  pm,  in  City  Hall,  Room 
421,  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at 
4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF 
Environment's  website.  Meetings  will  be  rescheduled  in  case  of  a  City  recognized  holiday. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  above  notice  was  issued  and  posted  on  January  8,  2008. 


Monica  Fish,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Secretary 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 

Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 
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GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 

SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL'S  LANDMARK  TREE  COMMITTEE 

Dear  Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmark  Preservation  Advisory  Board, 
and  Directors  of  any  City  Agency  or  Department: 

With  the  adoption  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  in  January  2006,  the  City  of  San  Francisco  has  taken  a 
significant  step  to  support  its  commitment  to  the  preservation,  care,  and  celebration  of  San  Francisco's 
trees.  Landmarking  trees  not  only  preserves  and  protects  outstanding  specimens,  but  also  increases 
neighborhood  pride  while  highlighting  how  trees  improve  the  quality  of  everyone's  life  in  the  urban 
environment. 

The  ordinance  specifically  gives  you  the  authority  to  nominate  trees  for  landmark  status.  This  authority 
provides  you  with  a  great  opportunity,  privilege  and  responsibility  to  begin  a  process  that  will  be  of  benefit  to 
all  San  Franciscans. 

Trees  that  are  granted  landmark  status  enjoy  increased  protection  by  the  City  of  San  Francisco  and  they 
also: 

•  Promote  neighborhood  pride  by  honoring  and  celebrating  unique  trees 

•  Inspire  a  sense  of  place  in  the  city  and  care  in  neighborhoods 

•  Improve  pedestrian  and  neighborhood  safety  with  traffic  calming  qualities 

•  Add  to  consumer  enjoyment  and  increased  spending 

•  Enhance  property  values 

•  Clean  the  air  we  breathe  and  create  a  healthier,  happier,  relaxed  atmosphere 

•  Beautify  living  and  working  environments,  making  people  more  productive 

The  Landmark  Tree  committee  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  urges  you  to  nominate  trees  for  landmark 
recognition  that  you,  or  your  constituents,  feel  would  be  worthy  of  such  designation. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration.  We  look  forward  to  helping  you  preserve  and  protect  San 
Francisco's  living  heritage. 


Sincerely  yours, 

Members  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council 

For  more  information  please  contact  Mei  Ling  Hui,  Urban  Forest  Coordinator  at  meiling.hui@sfgov.org  or 
(415)355-3731 

See  attached  "Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation"  to  help  you  identify  the  qualities  of  your  trees  that 
make  them  worthy  of  landmark  status. 


Department  of  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  •  Fax:  (415)  554-6393 

Email:  environment@sfgov.org  •  www.sfenvironment.com  W  100%  Post-Consumer  content 


FILE  NO.  071672 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


1      [Public  Works  Code  -  landmark  trees.] 
2 

3  Ordinance  amending  Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  to  make 

4  clarifying  changes,  establish  hearing  notice  provisions,  and  extend  the  term  of 

5  temporary  designation  of  nominated  landmark  trees;  and  making  environmental 

6  findings. 

7  Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  strilacthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. - 

8  Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 

Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

10  Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

11  Section  1.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 

12  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 

13  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 

14  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  ,       and  is  incorporated  herein  by 

1 5  reference. 

16  Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 

17  Section  810,  to  read  as  follows: 

18  SEC.  810.  LANDMARK  TREES. 

19  (a)   Designation  Criteria.  The  Urban  Forestiy  Council  shall  develop  and  recommend  for 

20  adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Resolution  No.  44-06,  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  File 

21  No.  060487  adopted  uniform  criteria  for  the  designation  of  landmark  trees,  which  criteria  shall 

22  included  consideration  of  the  age,  size,  shape,  species,  location,  historical  association,  visual 

23  quality,  or  and  other  contribution  to  the  City's  character,  as  set  forth  Section  810(f)(4)(A)-(E) 

24  below.  Upon  adoption  by  the  Board  ofSupenisors,  the  This  designation  criteria,  which  may  be 

25  amended  from  time  to  time,  shall  apply  to  all  trees  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  City  and 
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1  County  of  San  Francisco.  Pending  adoption  of  criteria  for  designation  of  landmark  trees,  the  Urban 

2  Forestry  Council,  affected  City  departments,  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  rely  on  the  general 

3  criteria  set  forth  in  Section  81 0(f)  ( 1)  (A)  (E) . 

4  (b)  Designation  Process. 

5  (1)  Nominations.  A  tree  may  be  nominated  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree  by  any 

6  of  the  following  parties:  (i)  the  property  owner  whose  property  contains  the  subject  tree  by  a 

7  written  request  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  (ii)  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  adoption  of  a 

8  motion  declaring  the  intent  to  nominate  a  tree  for  landmark  status  or  the-  Planning  CommissionT  or 

9  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  by  adoption  of  a  resolution  of  intent  to  nominate  a 

10  tree  for  landmark  status;  or  (iii)  the  director  of  any  City  agency  or  department  by  filing  a 

1 1  nomination  letter  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Each  tree  nominated  for  landmark  tree 

12  status  shall  be  the  subject  of  a  separate  individual  nomination. 

13  (2)  Content  of  Nominations.  Nominations  shall  be  made  in  writing  to  the  Urban 

14  Forestry  Council  and  shall  include  the  basis  for  the  nomination,  which  may  address  one  or 

15  more  of  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  including  the  factors  listed  below  in  Section 

16  810(f)(4)(A)--(E)  below;  the  lot,  assessor's  block,  and  street  address  of  the  subject  property; 

1 7  one  or  more  pictures  of  the  tree;  and  any  other  information  that  the  nominating  property  owner 

18  or  entity  believes  would  be  pertinent  to  the  nomination. 

19  (3)  Urban  Forestry  Council  Hearing  and  Determination.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

20  shall  hold  a  public  hearing  on  a  nomination  within  60  days  of  receipt  of  a  completed 

21  nomination  request,  and  shall  determine  whether  the  tree  qualifies  as  a  landmark  tree 

22  pursuant  to  the  adopted  designation  criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  meet  at  least  twice 

23  annually  to  consider  such  nomination  requests.  After  the  conclusion  of  the  public  hearing,  the 

24  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  adopt  written  findings  that  specify  the  basis  for  its  decision  to 
25 
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1  approve  or  reject  the  nomination  and  shall  forward  these  findings  to  the  applicant  for  the 

2  nomination  and  the  affected  property  owner.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines  that  the 

3  subject  tree  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  it  shall  forward  said  decision  to  the 

4  Director,  as  to  a  tree  on  private  property,  or  to  the  subject  City  agency,  commission  or 

5  department,  as  to  a  tree  on  City-owned  property.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejects  the 

6  nomination,  the  Council  shall  not  accept  a  new  request  for  the  subject  tree  for  three  years 

7  from  the  date  of  its  decision.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines  that  a  tree  qualifies  as 

8  a  landmark  tree,  its  written  findings  on  the  nomination  shall  be  forwarded,  along  with  any 

9  recommendations  of  relevant  City  agencies,  commissions  or  departments,  shall  be  forwarded 

10  within  30  days  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  its  consideration  pursuant  to  Section  810(b)(4)  of 

1 1  this  Article.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  fails  to  forward  said  findings  to  the  Board  of 

1 2  Supervisors  within  90  days  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  receipt  of  the  nomination  request, 

13  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may,  in  its  discretion,  schedule  a  public  hearing  on  the  nomination, 

14  in  which  event,  the  failure  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  forward  said  findings  within  the  90 

15  day  period  shall  constitute  its  approval  of  the  nomination. 

16  (A)  If  the  nominated  tree  is  on  private  or  public  property,  the  Council  shall  provide 

17  mailed  or  delivered  notice  of  the  hearing  to  the  subject  property  owner  and  all  property  owners  and 

18  residents  adjoining,  the  subject  property  where  the  tree  is  located  at  least  seven  (7)  days  prior  to  its 

19  hearing.  

20   (B)  If  the  subject  property  exceeds  one  (I)  acre  in  size,  the  Council  shall  provide  posted 

21  notice  in  lieu  of  the  mailed  or  delivered  notice.  Such  notice  shall  be  posted  on  at  least  two  locations  on 

22  each  block  face(s)  tangent  to  the  subject  property  at  least  seven  (7)  days  prior  to  its  hearing. 
23 

24 
25 
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1   (C)  If  the  Council  either  delivers  or  posts  notice  in  accordance  with  these  provisions, 

2  staff  assigned  to  this  task  shall  sign  an  affidavit,  accompanied  with  any  supporting  material,  statins 

3  when  and  where  the  notice  was  delivered  or  posted. 

4  (4)  Designation.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the  Board 

5  of  Supervisors,  by  ordinance,  may  designate  as  a  "landmark  tree"  any  tree  within  the  territorial 

6  limits  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  that  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  or 

7  may  rescind  such  designations.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  does  not  issue  findings  in  a 

8  timely  manner  pursuant  to  Subsection  (b)(3),  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  adopt  its  own 

9  findings  as  part  of  the  designation  of  a  landmark  tree. 

10  (c)  Landmark  Tree  Designation  Recorded  Notice  and  Official  Book.  Upon  Board  of 

1 1  Supervisors  designation  of  a  landmark  tree,  the  Department  or  affected  agency  shall  record  a 

12  notice  on  the  subject  property  concerning  the  landmark  tree.  The  Department  also  shall 

13  record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  an  official  book  entitled  Landmark  Trees.  If  the 

14  landmark  tree  is  a  street  tree  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of  the  Department,  the 

15  Department  shall  record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  a  separate  section  of  the  Landmark 

16  Tree  book  that  is  reserved  for  those  landmark  trees  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of 

1 7  the  Department.  The  Department  shall  maintain  this  book  for  public  review  and  update  it  on  a 

18  regular  basis  with  the  assistance  of  affected  agencies. 

1 9  (d)  Temporary  Designation  of  Landmark  Tree  Status.  At  the  time  a  member  of  the 

20  Board  of  Supervisors  introduces  a  resolution  of  motion  declaring  the  intent  to  initiate  a 

21  nomination  and  submits  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  the  information  required  for  a 

22  landmark  tree  nomination  request  as  set  forth  in  Section  81 0(b)(2),  the  subject  tree  shall  be 

23  temporarily  designated  as  a  landmark  tree  ("temporary  designation")  and  be  subject  to  the 

24  provisions  governing  landmark  trees  set  forth  herein  while  proceedings  are  pending  on  the 
25 
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1  landmark  tree  designation.  At  the  time  the  Planning  Commission  or  Landmarks  Preservation 

2  Advisory  Board  adopts  a  resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  nomination,  temporary  designation  of 

3  the  subject  tree  shall  occur.  If  the  Director  of  the  Department  or  the  director  of  any  other  City 

4  agency,  commission  or  department  initiates  landmark  tree  designation,  temporary  designation 

5  shall  occur  when  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adopts  a  resolution  determining  that  the  subject 

6  tree  qualifies  for  landmark  tree  status.  In  addition,  the  Director  of  the  Department  shall  have 

7  the  authority  to  issue  an  emergency  order  that  temporarily  designates  a  tree  on  private 

8  property  or  on  any  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  to  prevent  the  immediate 

9  removal  of  a  tree.  Upon  initiation  of  a  nomination  pursuant  to  this  Section,  the  entity  initiating 

10  nomination  shall  immediately  inform  the  Director  who  shall  immediately  cause  a  notice  to  be 

1 1  provided  to  the  relevant  department  or  private  property  owner  informing  them  of  the  special 

12  permit  and  approval  requirements  pursuant  to  Section  810(f).  If  ISO  215  days  have  elapsed 

13  from  the  date  of  temporary  designation  and  final  action  on  landmark  tree  designation  has  not 

14  been  completed,  the  temporary  designation  status  for  the  subject  tree  shall  expire  unless  the 

15  Board  of  Supervisors  adopts  a  resolution  to  extend  the  temporary  designation.  Such 

16  extension  shall  not  exceed  90  additional  days.  Although  the  subject  tree  ultimately  may  be 

17  designated  as  a  landmark  tree  sometime  after  expiration  of  temporary  designation  status, 

18  once  the  temporary  designation  has  expired,  the  affected  tree  shall  not  be  subject  to  a  new 

19  temporary  designation  for  at  least  two  years  from  the  date  of  temporary  designation.  The  215- 

20  day  term  of  temporary  designation  or  any  additional  term,  if  extended  through  Board  of  Supervisors 

21  action  pursuant  to  this  Section,  shall  automatically  be  extended  30  additional  days  from  the  date  the 

22  Mayor  either  signs  the  ordinance  designating  the  subject  tree  as  a  landmark  tree  or  the  10th  day  after 

23  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  refers  said  ordinance  to  the  Mayor  and  the  ordinance  is  not  signed  or  vetoed.  If 
24 
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1  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejects  a  nomination  under  subsection  (b)(3),  the  temporary 

2  designation  shall  automatically  terminate. 

3  (e)  Zoning  Administrator.  The  Zoning  Administrator  shall  be  required  to  identify 

4  designated  landmark  tree(s)  on  proposed  development  or  construction  sites  and  to  notify  the 

5  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  Department  or  affected  City  agency,  commission  or 

6  department.  The  Zoning  Administrator  and  the  Department  or  such  other  City  Agency, 

7  commission  or  department  with  jurisdiction,  shall  be  required  to  impose  measures  to  protect 

8  such  landmark  trees  on  a  construction  site  against  damage  to  trunk,  roots,  and  branches  in 

9  accordance  with  Section  808(c)  of  this  Article.  Removal  of  such  trees  shall  be  subject  to  the 

10  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  landmark  trees  provided  in  this  Section. 

1 1  (f)  Removal  Criteria  and  Procedures. 

12  (1)  Removal  Criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  develop  and  recommend  for 

13  adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  uniform  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  governing 

14  determinations  to  remove  landmark  trees.  Removal  criteria  shall  require  consideration  and 

15  written  findings  on  all  of  the  factors  related  to  the  landmark  tree  as  set  forth  in  Section 

16  810(g)(4),  below,  and  shall  not  authorize  the  removal  of  a  landmark  tree  unless  the  it 

17  constitutes  a  hazard  tree  pursuant  to  Section  802(o).  Public  notice,  in  accordance  with  the 

18  requirements  of  Section  806(a)(2),  and  a  hearing  shall  be  required. 

19  (2)  Removal  on  Private  Property;  Special  Permit  Required.  A  property  owner  who 

20  desires  a  permit  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  shall  apply  to  the  Department  on  the  designated 

21  form.  Such  application  must  be  accompanied  by  an  administrative  fee  in  accordance  with  a 

22  fee  schedule  adopted  by  the  Director.  Except  in  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and  immediate 

23  necessity,  landmark  trees  on  private  property  shall  be  removed  only  after  the  Director's 

24  determination  and  issuance  of  a  permit,  following  a  public  hearing.  If  the  Director  determines 
25 
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1  that  removal  of  a  landmark  tree  is  necessary  or  permissible  in  accordance  with  the  adopted 

2  removal  criteria,  the  Director  may  impose  such  reasonable  conditions  on  the  permit  for 

3  removal  as  he  or  she  deems  necessary  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  the  tree,  including  but 

4  not  limited  to  the  replacement  value  of  the  tree,  administrative  costs,  and  contribution  to  the 

5  Adopt-A-Tree  Fund.  The  Director's  determination  shall  be  final  and  appealable  to  the  Board  of 

6  Appeals.  Any  person  seeking  permission  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  must  pay  all  costs  related 

7  to  the  permit  process  and  public  hearings.  Pending  adoption  of  criteria  for  removal  of 

8  landmark  trees,  the  Department  shall  rely  on  the  general  criteria  set  forth  in  Section 

9  810(f)(4)(A)-(F).  (.'.  . 

10  (3)  Removal  on  City-owned  Property;  Special  Approval  Required.  Removal  of  a 

1 1  landmark  tree(s)  on  City  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  City  agency,  commission,  or 

12  department  shall  be  subject  to  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  adopted  by  the  Board  of 

13  Supervisors  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1),  above,  including  the  process  for  public  notice  and  a 

14  hearing  prior  to  removal  of  the  tree.  After  following  said  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures,  the 

15  subject  City  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  make  its  decision  on  removal  of  a 

16  landmark  tree(s).  Such  decision  is  final  and  nonappealable.  Pending  the  Board  of 

17  Supervisor's  adoption  of  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1),  the 

18  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  follow  the  general  criteria  of  Subsection  (f)(4)(A)-(F) 

19  and  similar  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  street  trees  as  set  forth  in  Section  806(c)  and 

20  for  removal  of  hazard  trees  as  set  forth  in  this  Section  806(a)(4).  This  Subsection  shall  not 

21  supercede  the  Charter  jurisdiction  that  has  been  granted  to  any  City  agency,  commission,  or 

22  department. 

23  (4)  Required  Findings.  As  part  of  any  determination  that  authorizes  removal  of  any 

24  landmark  tree,  the  City  entity  making  such  determination  shall,  in  addition  to  the  adopted 
25 
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1  removal  criteria,  consider  and  make  written  findings  on  each  of  the  following  factors  related  to 

2  the  tree: 

3  (A)  Size,  age,  and  species; 

4  (B)  Visual  characteristics,  including  the  tree's  form  and  whether  it  is  a 

5  prominent  landscape  feature; 

6  (C)  Cultural  or  historic  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  has  significant 

7  ethnic  appreciation  or  historical  association  or  whether  the  tree  was  part  of  a  historic  planting 

8  program  that  defines  neighborhood  character; 

9  (D)  Ecological  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  provides  important 

10  wildlife  habitat,  is  part  of  a  group  of  interdependent  trees,  provides  erosion  control,  or  acts  as 

11  a  wind  or  sound  barrier; 

12  (E)  Locational  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  is  in  a  high  traffic  area 

13  or  low  tree  density  area,  provides  shade  or  other  benefits  to  multiple  properties,  and  is  visually 

14  accessible  from  the  public  right-of-way;  and 

1 5  (F)  One  or  more  criteria  that  qualify  the  tree  as  a  hazard  tree  pursuant  to 

16  Section  802(o). 

17  (5)  Emergency  Removal  on  Private  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and 

18  immediate  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  Director,  the  Director  may  remove  or  require  the 

19  responsible  owner(s)  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal, 

20  the  Director  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  for  such  action  to  the  Board  of 

21  Supervisors  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all 

22  interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  to  the  owners  and 

23  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  was 

24  removed.  If  the  Department  incurs  any  costs  related  to  an  emergency  removal,  said  costs, 
25 
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1  including  labor,  equipment,  materials,  inspection  services,  and  administrative  costs,  shall  be 

2  an  obligation  owing  by  the  responsible  owner(s)  to  the  City.  Removal  of  a  landmark  tree 

3  pursuant  to  this  Subsection  is  not  subject  to  Section  81 0(f)(4)  above. 


5  immediate  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  director  or  general  manager  of  the  subject  agency, 

6  commission,  or  department,  the  subject  agency,  commission,  or  department  may  remove  a 

7  landmark  tree  within  its  jurisdiction  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal,  the  subject 

8  agency,  department,  or  commission  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  of  such  action 

9  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Department  of  Public  Works  and 

10  shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all  interested  San  Francisco  organization  and,  to  the  extent 

1 1  practical,  the  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face 

12  where  the  affected  tree  was  removed.  Removal  of  a  landmark  tree  pursuant  to  this  Subsection 

13  is  not  subject  to  Section  810(f)(4)  above. 

14  (g)  If  a  landmark  tree(s)  has  been  designated  as  part  of  a  local  historic  district  or 

15  landmark  under  Article  10  of  the  Planning  Code,  removal  of  such  tree  shall  be  subject  to  the 

16  procedures  set  forth  in  the  Planning  Code  Article  10  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of 

17  Subsection  810(f)  above.  In  the  case  of  a  conflict  between  Section  810(f)  and  the  Article  10 

18  designation,  the  more  restrictive  provisions  shall  apply. 


4 


(6)  Emergency  Removal  on  City-owned  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and 
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proposal  is  made  in  order  to  go  forward.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  suggested  that  since  the  Council  did  not  have  a 
particular  proposal  to  consider  today,  that  this  item  should  be  continued  to  a  future  meeting. 

Member  Cohen  requested  an  example  of  a  time  when  the  Council  was  not  productive  and  if  had  worked 
towards  a  consensus  would  have  been  more  effective.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  discussion  of  the 
Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  and  working  towards  putting  together  an  agreement  that  could  be  brought  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  on  time  was  an  example.  It  was  explained  that  the  Council's  comments  were  not 
focused  towards  how  the  Ordinance  could  be  improved  and  were  not  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
efficiently.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  moved  ahead  without  the  Council's  input  because  the  Council  did  not 
send  any  comments  forward  on  time  even  after  many  meetings- on  the  topic.  Member  Cohen  agreed  that  the 
Council  had  not  been  effective,  but  did  not  agree  that  there  was  a  lack  of  focus.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that 
had  the  Council  been  able  to  reach  an  agreement,  they  would  have  been  more  effective  in  getting  a  proposal 
enacted.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  he  would  be  interested  in  using  consensus  techniques  for  future 
proposals. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  this  item  would  be  continued  to  the  October  23,  2007  meeting  for  further 
discussion  and  for  background  material  to  be  provided. 

4.   Urban  Forestry  Council's  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  definition  of  the  urban  forest  and  prepare  a  Work 
Plan  for  2008  (Explanatory  Document:  Urban  Forest  Plan  (PDF) 

http.//webl. sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviromnent/meetiiigs/ufc/suppoiting/2Q07/UrbanForestPlaii.pdf  (Discussion). 

SPONSOR:  Vice-Chair  Kelly  Quirke 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  that  Council  Members  review  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  Ordinance  (Chapter  1 2 
of  the  Environment  Code)  and  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  so  that  an  agreement  can  be  made  as  to  the  definition  of 
the  urban  forest  in  order  to  develop  a  Work  Plan  for  2008.  It  was  stated  that  the  Council  is  currently  a 
reactive  body  to  issues  that  have  come  up  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  elsewhere.  Vice-Chair  Quirke 
recommended  that  the  Council  at  future  meetings  discuss  what  issues  are  coming  up  and  how  to  address 
those  issues  in  order  to  set  goals,  objectives,  and  strategies  to  meet  goals.  The  importance  of  having  a 
mechanism  to  check  accomplishments  and  pending  work  to  reach  goals  was  noted.  Chair  Milne  suggested 
that  projected  timelines  for  reaching  goals  be  included  as  part  of  the  Work  Plan.  Council  Members  provided 
their  comments  on  Work  Plan  items  for  2008.  Suggestions  included: 

•  Monthly  meetings  between  the  Council  Chair,  Ms.  Hui,  a  Board  of  Supervisors  Representative 
(preferably  the  Board  President),  and  Mr.  Dan  Sider,  Director,  Mayor's  Office  of  Greening,  in  order 
to  discuss  the  Council's  activities  and  provide  monthly  updates  (KQ). 

•  Better  Streets  Plan,  Wastewater  Management  Plan  (BS)  and  Planning  Department's  Urban  Forest 
Master  Plan  involvement  (MM). 

•  Urban  Forest  Plan  Priority  Action  Steps  as  agreed  to  by  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  (MM 
and  TM). 

•  Review  last  year's  work  plan  for  carry-over  items  (MM). 

•  Create  a  flowchart  and  checklist  of  work  plan  items  (JC). 

•  Involvement  in  other  City  projects  that  Council  members  and  other  City  agencies  are  working  on; 
e.g.,  Islais  Creek  and  other  watersheds  in  San  Francisco.  Discussion  of  trees,  uncovering  streams,  to 
create  more  ecological  ways  to  create  drainage  and  aquifer  replenishment,  study  different  kinds  of 
greening  and  places  for  greening  (BS). 

•  Discussion  of  the  effects  of  pine  pitch  canker  on  Monterey  pines  in  San  Francisco  and  City  resources 
that  are  being  used  for  removal  and  disposal  of  these  trees.  SFPUC  does  not  have  resources  to  attend 
to  establishment  and  planting  of  new  trees  as  a  result  (MS). 

•  Involvement  in  large  public  projects  that  have  impact  on  the  urban  forest  so  that  trees  are  protected 
during  development  either  by  private  property  owners  or  developers  (MM  and  JC).  Create 
requirements  for  no  net  loss  of  trees  on  private  and  public  property,  amend  Planning  Code  Section 
143  and  strengthen  other  relevant  codes,  create  educational  programs  and  certification  requirements, 
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and  help  public  agencies  enforce  laws  so  that  private  property  owners  and  contractors  do  not  damage 
trees  (MM). 

•  Participation  in  requesting  funding  from  bonds  directed  towards  urban  forest  work  around  the  state; 
e.g.,  Proposition  84,  land  and  water  bond,  in  which  millions  of  dollars  are  allocated  for  the  urban 
forest  around  the  state  and  the  Recreation  and  Park  bond  allocated  to  the  urban  forest  and  trail 
restoration  (KQ). 

•  Sidewalk  pocket  parks  and  green  belts.  Create  a  paradigm  shift  as  to  how  San  Francisco  urban 
dwellers  see  our  streets,  sidewalks,  trees,  underground,  and  aboveground  through  written  articles, 
etc.  (JC). 

•  Discuss  Council's  interactions  with  other  City  Hall  agencies.  Public  outreach  through  written 
articles  to  newspapers  (TM). 

•  Work  with  bicyclists  and  pedestrians  to  create  better  streets.  Study  the  relationship  of  trees, 
pedestrian,  automotive,  and  bicycle  paths  of  travel.  Share  ideas  from  other  countries  (BS). 

•  Crocker  Amazon  and  other  park  projects  to  install  artificial  turf  play  fields  that  resulted  and  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  trees.  Council  to  discuss  processes  used  in  approving  projects  and  make 
recommendations  on  further  MOU's.  Discuss  whether  public  and  private  entities  are  working  well 
together  in  the  interests  of  the  public.  Ensure  adequate  public  participation — what  role  should 
private  entities  play  in  the  stewardship  of  public  places  (MM).  Create  Resolutions  and  make 
presentations  to  Commissions  to  pay  attention  to  these  issues  (TM).  Discussion  of  City 
subcontracting  and  the  public  process  (JC). 

The  Work  Plan  for  2008  would  be  discussed  at  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  at  their  October  1 8, 
2007  and  then  brought  back  to  the  full  Council  for  further  discussion  at  their  October  23,  2007  meeting. 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee 

Board  of  Supervisors  Legislative  Process  Training/Workshop.  An  informational  report  will  be  given  on 
a  citywide  legislative  process  training/ workshop  tentatively  scheduled  for  this  year.  (Explanatory  Document 

Legislative  Process  Handbook  (PDF)  http :// ww w. sfgo v .org/site/uploadedfi les/bdsup vrs/handbook/legi slati ve  process .pdf) . 

(Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

Ms.  Fish  reported  that  Ms.  Kay  Gulbengay,  Deputy  Clerk  for  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Office  indicated  that 
she  may  be  formulating  a  City-wide  legislative  process  training/workshop  for  Commissioners,  Council 
Members,  etc.  that  may  be  available  by  the  end  of  October.  However,  the  workshop  is  tentative  at  this  time, 
and  more  information  would  be  forwarded  to  Council  members  once  it  becomes  available.  For  additional 
information  on  the  legislative  process,  Ms.  Gulbengay  is  available  to  answer  questions  on  Monday  and 
Thursday  afternoons  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Office  or  by  email  Kay.Gulbengav(q)sfgov.org.  Vice-Chair 
Quirke  asked  if  the  legislative  training  session  would  be  open  to  the  public.  Ms.  Fish  stated  that  she  believes 
it  would  be  open  to  the  public  in  accordance  with  Sunshine  Ordinance  rules. 

Transcript  on  the  Legislative  Process 

Mr.  Tom  Owen,  Deputy  City  Attorney,  stated  that  he  has  been  working  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for 
the  past  twenty-six  years  preparing  legislation  either  directly  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  for  City 
departments,  the  Mayor's  Office,  and  the  Controller's  Office.  Mr.  Owen  explained  that  San  Francisco  is  the 
only  city  in  California  set  up  as  a  consolidated  City  and  County  and  one  of  the  few  in  the  country.  Also  as  a 
chartered  city,  under  state  constitution,  San  Francisco  has  the  ability  to  adopt  a  charter  for  local  governments 
which  gives  us  a  great  deal  of  autonomy  compared  to  general  cities  within  the  state  which  are  governed  by 
state  statutes  adopted  in  Sacramento. 

The  local  legislative  process  is  governed  in  San  Francisco's  Charter.  Charter  amendments  are  adopted 
pursuant  to  state  law~they  have  to  be  submitted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  by  a  group  of  citizens  who 
circulate  a  petition  and  approved  by  the  voters.  Most  City  legislation  is  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
There  are  three  kinds  of  enactments  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  can  pass — ordinances,  resolutions,  and 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  PLANNING  &  FUNDING  COMMITTEE 

'RESCHEDULED  MEETING 
DRAFT  MINUTES-AMENDED 

Thursday,  December  20,  2007,  4:15  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  408 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

*The  Thursday,  December  20,  2007  meeting  was  rescheduled  because  it  was  held  in  Room 
408,  City  Hall  at  4:15  p.m.  instead  of  the  regular  meeting  location  of  11  Grove  Street  and 
the  regular  meeting  time  of  4:00  p.m. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:50  p.m.  Present:  Chair  Short;  Members 
Marks,  Milne,  and  Quirke;  Excused:  Members  Habert,  Miller  and  Sherk. 

2.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  the  November  15,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  Regular  Meeting  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  document: 
Approved  Minutes  of  the  November  15,  2007  Meeting 

httD://sfaov.ora/site/sfenvironment  paae.asp?id=7i 827).  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Milne  and  second  by 
Member  Marks,  the  November  15,  2007  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection 
(AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Marks,  Quirke  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Habert,  Miller 
and  Sherk). 

3.  Review  of  Council  Bylaws,  Environmental  Code  Chapter  12,  and  Listing  of  other  City 
Advisory  Councils.  The  Planning  Committee  will  discuss  how  to  strengthen  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council's  role  after  review  of  documents  and  through  consultation  with  other  City 
Advisory  Councils  (Discussion).  (Explanatory  Documents:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws 

(Word)  http://www.sfenvironment.org/downloads/librarv/bvlawsadoptedon0828Q7.doc.  Environment  Code  Chapter  12 
(Word)  http://www.sfenvironment.org/downloads/librarv/uf1uforidinance.doc  (Continued  from  the  November  15, 

2007  Meeting). 

Chair  Short  reported  that  she  had  not  yet  received  replies  from  other  City  Advisory  Councils 
that  she  had  contacted  on  the  subject  of  effective  ways  to  interact  with  legislators  and 
proposed  continuance  of  this  agenda  item.  This  item  was  continued  to  the  January  17, 

2008  meeting. 

4.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  definition  of  the  urban  forest  and 
prepare  a  Work  Plan  for  2008  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents: 
Urban  Forestry  Council's  Suggestions  for  the  Work  Plan  from  the  September  28,  2007 
Meeting  Minutes — Item  4  (HTML)  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  paae.asp?id=69i7i .  and  November  15, 
2007  Meeting  Minutes  (see  Item  2)  (Continued  from  the  November  15,  2007  Meeting). 
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Committee  members  suggested  Work  Plan  2008  items  that  included: 

•  Expand  Recommended  Street  Tree  list  (CS). 

o  Work  on  tree  recommendations  beyond  street  trees;  review  additional  tree 
species  that  might  be  larger  in  stature  or  native  species  that  aren't  as  large 
that  are  not  appropriate  for  streets  but  could  be  recommended  to  property 
owners  as  property  backyard  trees  or  to  agencies  that  have  land. 

o  Create  companion  lists  to  the  current  street  tree  list  that  include  an  open 
space  list,  backyard  tree  list,  etc.  (MLH). 

•  Raise  awareness  and  funding  to  maintain  trees  that  are  being  planted  and  exist  in 
the  City  under  City  agency  management  (CS). 

•  Recommend  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  nominate  a  certain  number  of  trees  per 
year  (and  per  district)  for  landmark  status. 

•  Look  into  the  feasibility  of  requiring  a  certification  for  anyone  who  works  on  a  tree 
under  City  jurisdiction. 

•  Review  Priority  Action  Steps 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  planninq/supportinq/2007/PrioritvActionStepsDiscussion.d 

oc  that  the  Planning/Policy  and  Funding  Committees  had  previously  established 
(MM). 

•  Research  other  agency  initiatives  on  planning,  construction,  and  capital  projects  and 
how  they  may  relate  to  the  urban  forest  in  terms  of  timing  and  scope  (CS). 

o  Create  a  comprehensive  list  of  citywide  urban  forest  activities  and  then  decide 
what  the  most  important  areas  are  as  a  Council  to  be  involved  with  (KQ).  It 
was  stated  that  the  Annual  Report  due  in  September  provides  information  on 
this  topic  (MLH). 

o   Involve  interns  on  putting  together  a  baseline  of  citywide  activities  that  would 
include  a  short  description,  timelines,  funding  requirements  and  funding 
sources  (KQ). 

o   Involvement  with  the  Planning  Department's  issuance  of  a  Request  for 
Proposal  for  the  new  Urban  Forest  Plan  (MLH). 

•  Agree  to  a  definition  of  the  urban  forest  in  order  to  help  make  better  choices  for  work 
plan  selections  (KQ). 

•  Work  on  recommendations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  how  to  take  care  of  the 
pine  pitch  canker  problem  (MLH). 

•  Determine  the  role  of  the  Council  on  the  SF  Tree  Map  project  (MLH). 

•  Recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  (1 )  regulate  or  impose  fines  when  major 
renovations  for  tree  plantings  do  not  follow  the  requirement  to  plant  20  feet  on  center 
and  (2)  charge  an  in  lieu  fee  for  capital  improvement  projects  run  by  the  city  when 
trees  are  removed  and  cannot  be  replaced  (MLH).  The  fee  would  be  allocated  to 
DPW  to  plant  trees  in  an  alternate  location. 


•    Create  a  citizen  public  outreach  campaign  on  an  annual  or  two-year  basis  to 

heighten  awareness  of  what  the  public's  role  should  be  in  relation  to  the  urban  forest 


(MM) 


o 


o 


Expand  the  Arbor  Day  celebration  to  include  pruning  guidelines  in  addition  to 
planting.  (MM). 

Encourage  more  media  and  publicity  surrounding  tree  maintenance/pruning 
(TM). 


o   Focus  on  public  participation  and  education  (training  sessions)  on  tree 

pruning  guidelines  in  addition  to  planting  (MM), 
o   Establish  fees  to  cover  costs  for  trainings  on  pruning  guidelines  (KQ). 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  of  the  Environment  stated  that  a  component 
of  the  Planning  Department's  Urban  Forest  Plan  Request  for  Proposal  would  include 
v  establishing  a  baseline  of  citywide  urban  forest  activities.  It  was  stated  that  publishing  an 
\  Urban  Forest  Annual  Report  is  called  out  for  in  the  Council's  Bylaws  and  is  worked  on 
\  annually. 

5.  Role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Environmental  Assistant.  Discussion  of  the 
Committee's  vision  for  the  role  for  the  Environmental  Assistant  and  recommendations  to 
the  Department  of  the  Environment  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Continued  from  the  November 
15,  2007  Meeting). 

Committee  Members  presented  the  following  recommendations: 

•  Meet  with  the  Supervisor's  legislative  aides  and  Mayor's  Office  of  Greening  on  a 
monthly  basis  to  advise  them  when  all  Council  and  Committee  meetings  are  being 
held  and  topics  being  considered.  Add  aides  and  Greening  staff  to  Council  agenda 
mailing  lists. 

•  Involvement  and  review  of  the  Planning  Department's  and  other  relevant  City 
agencies'  neighborhood  plans  as  called  out  in  the  Bylaws.  Add  name  to  relevant 
City  agency  mailing  lists,  inform  the  Council  of  upcoming  meetings,  calendar  as  an 
agenda  item,  request  presentations,  and  provide  relevant  reports/notice  of 
meetings/documentation  for  the  Council's  review. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Eng  urged  the  Committee  not  to  take  a  formal  action  on  this  item  as 
the  Bylaws  are  the  general  guidelines  that  lead  the  Coordinator's  job  assignments  and  that 
any  additional  level  of  detail  is  not  required. 

The  meeting  adjourned  at  5:30  p.m.  due  to  a  loss  of  quorum. 

6.  Review  of  Street  Tree  List  adopted  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  2006  (Discussion 
and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Resolution  012-06-UFC  adopting  Street 
Tree  List  and  Recommended  Street  Tree  List  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  planninq/supportinq/2007/Res01 2-06-UFCStreetTreeList.PDF) 

Continued  to  the  January  17,  2008  meeting. 

7.  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  Meeting  Location  for  2008  (Discussion). 

8.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Discussion) 

9.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Committee's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 
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Funding  Committee  Discussion  on  Priority  Action  Steps 
July  3,  2007  Meeting 

Member  Milne  stated  that  the  Planning  Committee  recommended  funding  for  Priorities  2,  5  and  9  as 
listed  in  the  March  15,  2007  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  Meeting  Minutes.  Committee  Members 
held  a  discussion  on  Priority  2  Action  Item  5.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  allocate  and 
secure  funding  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance  from  public  and  private  sources  including 
partnerships.  Member  Marks  stated  that  agencies  that  are  involved  with  tree  planting  and 
maintenance  include  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  and  the  Mayor's 
Greening  Initiative.  It  was  reported  that  Green  Connect  that  was  started  by  the  Mayor  has  a 
partnership  with  the  Giants  to  plant  trees.  Member  Marks  stated  that  he  is  unsure  of  the  fundraising 
that  is  being  done  by  the  Mayor  for  City  offices  and  what  fundraising  is  being  done  for  non-profits 
such  as  Green  Connect.  Member  Milne  stated  that  he  would  be  contacting  Mr.  Sider,  Director  of 
Greening  to  request  a  report.  Member  Marks  stated  that  it  is  difficult  to  compete  with  other 
fundraising  that  is  currently  being  done,  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  who  has  a  low  level  of 
funding  does  not  seem  to  be  a  priority  within  the  City  government. 

Committee  members  discussed  identifying  the  type  of  partnerships  that  they  should  be  pursuing. 
Member  Milne  stated  that  the  partnerships  that  we  know  about  are  the  ones  from  the  Mayor's  Office. 
Member  Milne  indicated  that  from  previous  conversations  he  has  held  with  Mr.  Sider,  the  Director  of 
Greening,  it  appeared  that  his  focus  was  related  to  plarining,  e.g.  adding  greening  elements  to  permits 
for  big  development  projects.  Member  Milne  stated  that  he  does  not  know  what  the  Council  can  do  to 
promote  funding  partnerships  in  the  public/private  aspect  that  the  Mayor's  Office  is  not  already  doing 
on  a  larger  scale,  e.g.  the  Giants  planting  trees.  Member  Marks  suggested  looking  to  the  Recreation 
and  Park  Department  for  a  partnership.  Member  Milne  inquired  about  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department's  current  partnerships.  Member  Nervo  indicated  that  The  Parks  Trust  is  the  non-profit 
partner  to  the  Conservatory  of  Flowers  and  the  San  Francisco  Botanical  Garden  Society  is  the  non- 
profit partner  to  the  San  Francisco  Botanical  Garden. 

Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  staff  suggested  that  the  Funding  Committee  create  a  comprehensive 
matrix  of  various  components  of  tree  planting  and  maintenance  that  is  going  on  by  different  agencies 
in  order  to  identify  where  the  gaps  might  be.  Then  a  focus  could  be  made  on  what  funding  to  pursue 
for  what  aspect  of  the  urban  forest.  Ms.  Eng  also  requested  that  Member  Marks,  Ms.  Shawn 
Rosenmoss,  Department  Fundraising  Coordinator  and  herself  set  up  a  meeting  this  month  to  discuss 
potential  fundraising.  Member  Marks  stated  that  there  should  be  an  understanding  of  what  money  the 
City  has  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance  and  how  it  is  allocated.  It  was  stated  that  the  federal 
government  allocated  1 1  million  dollars  for  planting  trees,  but  no  one  explained  where  the  money 
came  from  or  how  it  was  being  used.  Member  Marks  requested  that  Mr.  Sider  provide  an 
informational  report  on  how  federal  government  funding  is  being  allocated  for  trees. 

The  Committee  discussed  Priority  5:  Action  Item  8.  Elected  and  community  leaders  in  San 
Francisco  should  implement  tree  planting  programs  targeting  underserved  neighborhoods  in 
order  to  achieve  more  environmental  equity  and  accessibility.  Member  Milne  stated  that 
Supervisors  are  receiving  community  input  about  implementing  green  programs  in  their  districts,  and 
programs  such  as  Clean  and  Green  specific  to  neighborhoods  have  been  set  up.  Member  Milne  stated 
that  there  has  been  discussion  about  Council  Members  attending  the  Supervisors'  monthly 
community  meetings  to  discuss  planting  more  trees  in  particular  neighborhoods  and  to  increase  public 
awareness;  however,  these  efforts  do  not  provide  funding  to  implement  the  programs. 

The  Committee  discussed  Priority  9:  Action  Item  7.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  update  the 

list  of  recommended  trees.  The  Planning  Committee  had  recommended  that  the  Funding  Committee 
discuss  how  to  attain  funding  for  development  of  outreach  material  and  hold  a  discussion  on  how  to 
coordinate  the  dissemination  of  information.  Member  Milne  stated  that  the  intention  is  to  develop  the 


Recommended  Street  Tree  List  into  a  brochure  instead  of  just  a  computer  list.  It  was  stated  that 
Member  Miller  was  discussing  the  possibility  of  developing  a  brochure  with  PG&E,  but  was  not 
successful  in  this  effort.  Member  Marks  stated  that  it  is  hard  to  understand  the  relationship  with 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  Green  Connect,  the  Mayor's  Greening  Initiative  and  Department  of 
Public  Works  (DPW)  in  order  to  coordinate  efforts.  It  was  stated  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
cannot  approach  foundations  for  funding  or  to  develop  outreach  material  because  the  Committee  does 
not  know  whether  the  Mayor's  Office,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  or  Green  Connect  has  already 
made  the  effort.  Member  Marks  stated  that  there  does  not  seem  to  be  coordination  between  different 
agencies,  and  the  entire  purpose  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  for  there  to  be  coordination. 
Member  Milne  stated  that  he  would  talk  to  Mr.  Sider  about  providing  an  informational  report  at  a 
future  meeting  and  that  an  informational  matrix  might  provide  a  clearer  understanding  of  coordination 
between  agencies.  It  was  stated  that  the  Council's  role  at  this  time  may  be  to  just  analyze  activities, 
make  suggestions,  and  to  participate  more  in  what  it  is  capable  of  doing. 

Ms.  Eng  suggested  that  the  new  staff  person  or  a  summer  intern  could  review  all  the  different  agency 
budgets  in  order  to  provide  funding  recommendations,  and  suggested  that  the  Committee's  efforts  be 
focused  more  on  private  funding  efforts.  Member  Marks  recommended  that  the  Mayor's  Office 
disseminate  their  efforts  with  other  agencies  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  so  the  Council  could 
better  plan  their  efforts.  Ms.  Eng  stated  that  the  Department's  role  is  to  help  facilitate  and  to  look  at 
different  components.  It  was  stated  that  one  of  the  responsibilities  listed  in  the  job  description  for  the 
new  Urban  Forest  staff  member  is  to  help  incorporate  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  components  into  the 
Better  Streets  planning  effort. 

Member  Marks  suggested  contacting  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  (FUF)  and  DPW  to  understand  the 
role  the  Council  and  the  Funding  Committee  can  have  to  help  develop  the  Recommended  Street  Tree 
List  into  a  more  formal  document.  Ms.  Eng  stated  that  at  the  previous  Funding  Committee  meeting,  a 
discussion  was  held  on  developing  a  web  resource  for  the  Recommended  Street  Tree  List.  It  was 
stated  that  it  would  take  resources  to  develop  a  new  web  page  and/or  to  setup  a  link  to  FUF  or  DPW's 
current  web  page.  Ms.  Eng  recommended  complimenting  the  electronic  information  or  printed  form 
by  working  on  establishing  a  physical  location,  e.g.  a  nursery  with  an  area  where  the  public  could 
view  trees  that  are  recommended  for  planting  and  where  they  could  access  tree  care  information.  Ms. 
Eng  stated  that  there  are  existing  resources  that  could  be  shared  more  effectively  with  additional 
support,  and  this  Council  can  provide  that  coordination  role,  information  dissemination,  and 
collection.  It  was  stated  that  most  foundations  would  prefer  providing  funding  for  planting  trees 
versus  providing  funding  for  coordinating  efforts  to  plant  trees.  Member  Marks  stated  that  a  lot  of 
hinders  would  want  credit  that  they  could  better  receive  from  signing  on  with  the  Mayor's  Office. 

No  action  was  taken  on  this  item.  The  priorities  determined  by  Committee  members  included 
identifying  current  funding  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance  by  holding  discussions  with  other 
agencies  (Mayor's  Office  and  FUF)  and  by  developing  a  matrix  to  track  Department  budget  funds 
that  apply  to  urban  forestry.  A  discussion  was  held  on  creating  a  formalized  Recommended  Street 
Tree  List  either  in  electronic  or  in  print  form  and  disseminating  the  information,  but  no  conclusive 
information  was  available. 


Priority  Action  Steps  Discussion  from  the  March  15,  2007 
Planning  and  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

Priority  1:  Action  Item  1.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  develop  a  citywide  set  of 
standards  and  best  management  practices  for  tree  selection,  purchase,  installation 
and  care. 

Member  Habert  asked  to  identify  who  "The  City  of  San  Francisco"  is  as  noted  above.  Chair 
Sacamano  indicated  that  it  could  be  substituted  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  that 
follow-through  would  be  required  by  different  departments.  Member  Costello  stated  that 
Departments  could  provide  review  and  acceptance  of  standards,  tree  selection,  installation 
and  care. 

A  discussion  was  held  on  encouraging  Mr.  Daniel  Sider,  the  Greening  Director,  to  participate 
in  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  in  order  to  coordinate  efforts  and  present  regular 
reports.  It  was  suggested  that  Mr.  Sider  be  invited  to  future  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
meetings.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  advised  that  Mr.  Sider  would  be  making  a 
presentation  at  the  March  23,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  on  current  projects. 

Public  Comment.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  suggested  that  Mr.  Sider  be 
presented  the  Priority  List  at  the  March  23  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  and  that  the 
Council  should  ask  how  he  could  help  in  the  implementation  of  these  items.  Member 
Costello  suggested  asking  Mr.  Sider  for  his  priority  list. 

Chair  Sacamano  stated  that  the  tree  care  segment  of  this  action  item  has  been  completed 
through  adoption  of  the  Pruning  Standards.  It  was  recommended  that  Mr.  Sider  be 
consulted  on  amending  the  Planning  Code  on  land  uses  that  require  street  tree  planting  and 
minimum  planting  size  requirements  when  a  building  permit  is  submitted  that  would  address 
the  tree  selection  and  installation  section  of  this  item.  Chair  Sacamao  offered  to  survey 
DPW's  landscape  architecture  group  as  to  their  specifications  for  planting  material. 

Public  Comment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Member  Blair  asked  to  include  a  requirement  of 
adding  a  certain  percentage  of  large  mature  trees  to  large  developments.  It  was 
recommended  that  using  structural  soil  be  required  during  installation.  Chair  Sacamano  and 
Member  Costello  discussed  major  problems  with  using  structural  soil. 

Priority  2:  Action  Item  5.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  allocate  and  secure 
funding  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance  from  public  and  private  sources  including 
partnerships. 

Chair  Sacamano  stated  that  funding  for  tree  planting  is  happening  through  the  Mayor's 
Greening  Initiative  but  maintenance  is  not  being  addressed  adequately  all  the  way  from  City 
agencies  having  the  resources  to  what  is  happening  to  privately  maintained  trees  and  Port 
tree  care  on  private  trees. 

Committee  members  recommended  forwarding  this  item  directly  to  the  Funding  Committee. 

Priority  3:  Action  Item  6.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  establish  one  or  more 
goals  for  the  urban  forest  and  monitor  the  results  periodically. 

Goal  is  to  try  to  increase  canopy  cover  from  the  current  12%  to  15%  by  2010  and  an 
assessment  will  be  made  using  the  UFORE  analysis. 


Member  Costello  stated  that  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Greening  is  working  on  a  greater  canopy 
cover  throughout  the  city  by  planting,  but  not  so  much  by  maintenance.  It  was  stated  that 
this  item  could  not  be  done  independently  of  another  entity.  Member  Costello 
recommended  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  coordinate  with  other  groups  such  as  the 
Mayor's  Office  and  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  to  identify  a  goal  that  can  be  monitored 
relative  to  canopy  cover  throughout  the  City.  Chair  Sacamano  advised  that  the  one  goal 
that  is  being  monitored  is  the  Mayor's  Office  goal  of  planting  5,000  trees  a  year. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Blair  recommended  monitoring  the  number  of  trees  that  are  being 
planted  and  taken  out. 

Priority  4:  Action  Item  2.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  protect  existing  trees  from 
and  during  development. 

Action  has  been  taken  on  this  item: 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  has  enacted  the  Tree  Protection  Ordinance  that  enables  the 
Planning  Department  to  set  forth  a  requirement  that  private  property  trees  be  disclosed  as 
part  of  the  building  permit  application  process. 

Priority  5:  Action  Item  8.  Elected  and  community  leaders  in  San  Francisco  should 
implement  tree  planting  programs  targeting  underserved  neighborhoods  in  order  to 
achieve  more  environmental  equity  and  accessibility. 

Tree  planting  programs  are  currently  being  implemented  as  part  of  the  Mayor's  Office 
Greening  Initiative,  through  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  Friends  of  the  Urban 
Forest. 

Chair  Sacamano  advised  that  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  as  part  of  the  Mayor's 
Greening  Initiative,  is  planting  in  the  Bayview  and  the  Mission  Districts  and  discussed  the 
resistance  from  property  owners  and  residents  in  the  Mission  District  because  of  the  crime 
potential.  Chair  Sacamano  recommended  that  the  Council  provide  community  outreach 
education  about  tree  planting  programs  through  community  meetings  or  other  methods. 

Public  Comment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  already  scheduled 
community  meetings  include  an  urban  forestry  component.  Chair  Sacamano  discussed  the 
possibility  of  an  Urban  Forestry  Council  Outreach  Committee.  It  was  stated  that  funding 
would  be  required  for  this  type  of  effort  and  could  be  discussed  further  at  the  Funding 
Committee. 

Priority  6:  Action  Item  3.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  establish  a  goal  of  no  net 
loss  of  trees  on  public  and  private  property. 

Committee  Members  stated  that  City  policy  should  be  established  for  this  item.  Urban 
Forestry  Specialist  Ma  stated  that  no  net  loss  would  require  a  definition.  Member  Costello 
stated  that  you  would  not  have  a  net  loss  if  you  are  increasing  canopy  cover. 

Public  Comment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  recommended  consulting  with  Mr. 
Daniel  Sider  on  how  to  approach  this  item,  whether  to  create  a  Resolution  to  forward  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  or  another  alternative. 

Priority  7:  Action  Item  4.  City  of  San  Francisco  departments  should  institute  a 
comprehensive  reforestation  program  in  City  parks  and  public  institutions. 


Member  Costello  and  Chair  Sacamano  recommended  identifying  which  institutions  this  item 
would  apply  to.  Chair  Sacamano  stated  that  his  interpretation  would  be  that  this  item  would 
apply  to  parks  and  park  like  grounds.  It  was  recommended  that  an  inquiry  letter  be  sent  to 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  to 
describe  their  reforestation  program  and  to  larger  educational  campuses  and  hospitals 
asking  them  to  describe  their  planting  program  and  policy.  Chair  Sacamano  suggested 
contacting  the  Planning  Department  or  the  Director  of  Greening  to  find  out  what  the  land  use 
classifications  are  that  would  apply  to  this  item. 

Priority  8:  Action  Item  9.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  engage  the  SF  Unified 
School  District,  Parent  Teacher  Associations  and  community  groups  to  develop  tree 
planting  and  care  programs. 

Chair  Sacamano  stated  that  this  item  is  a  funding  issue  for  the  School  District  as  they  do  not 
have  available  staff.  It  was  recommended  that  a  letter  be  sent  to  a  School  District 
representative  or  an  organization  associated  with  the  School  District,  e.g.  the  Green 
Schoolyard  Alliance  asking  them  what  they  are  doing  and  to  invite  them  to  attend  a  Planning 
and  Policy  Committee  meeting  to  discuss  this  item.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  reported 
that  she  had  heard  that  a  lot  of  the  schools  are  receiving  funding  to  relandscape  through  a 
bond  measure  that  was  passed  in  San  Francisco,  and  that  the  Council  could  advise  them  on 
what  trees  would  be  appropriate. 

Public  Comment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  tree  planting  and 
care  programs  could  be  a  part  of  the  School  District's  gardening  program. 

Priority  9:  Action  Item  7.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  update  the  list  of 
recommended  trees. 

Action  has  been  taken  on  this  item  through  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  development  and 
adoption  of  San  Francisco's  Recommended  Street  Tree  List.  Next  steps  would  be  to  forward 
the  Street  Tree  List  to  the  Funding  Committee  for  development  of  outreach  material  and 
discussion  of  how  to  coordinate  the  dissemination  of  information. 

July  18,  2007  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  Meeting  Excerpt  on  Priority  Action  Steps 

Funding  Committee  Member  Milne  discussed  the  Funding  Committee's  discussions  on  priority  action 
steps  that  were  recommended  by  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee.  One  of  the  action  steps 
included  publicizing  the  tree  species  list  through  brochures  and  handouts,  but  a  funding  source  had 
not  been  identified.  Other  priorities  included  identifying  a  funding  source  for  tree  maintenance,  which 
there  should  be  a  City  initiative  for,  as  it  would  require  the  Supervisors  or  Mayor  to  make  this  work. 
Chair  Milne  stated  that  he  felt  that  there  was  not  much  the  Council  could  do  and  recommended  that 
this  agenda  item  be  filed,  as  the  issues  are  insolvable  in  Committee  meetings.  Chair  Short  stated  that 
the  Council  should  continue  to  raise  flags  and  initiate  resolutions  to  get  the  ear  of  Supervisors.  Chair 
Short  reported  that  the  Mayor  was  discussing  tree  maintenance  at  Arbor  Day.  Chair  Milne  suggested 
that  the  Council  try  to  get  more  publicity  surrounding  these  issues. 


Resolution  Support  &  Create  SPPG  in  Conjunction  with  Landmark  or  Significant  Tree(s) 

FILE  NO.  R-2008-02-UFC  RESOLUTION  NO. 

January  25,  2008 

1  [Recommending  support  and  creation  for  three  pilot  permeable  landscaping  projects  involving 

2  landmark  and/or  significant  trees 
3 

4  Resolution  recommending  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  conjunction  with  other 

5  city  agencies  and  community  groups  or  individuals  design  and  install  three  permeable 

6  landscaping  and  public  open-space  gardens  located  on  public  rights-of-way  that 

7  incorporate  Landmark  and/or  "significant"  trees  in  2008. 

8 

9  WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  gardens  provide  better  conditions  for  trees,  allowing  for  longer 

10  lives,  more  vibrant  canopies  and  optimal  size  and  stature;  and, 

1 1  WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Gardens  transform  a  small  sidewalk  cutout  for  trees 

12  into  enlarged  space  for  roots  resulting  in  infrastructure  savings  on  sidewalk  replacement;  and, 

13  WHEREAS,  many  of  San  Francisco's  significant  or  Landmark  Trees  do  not  have 

14  adequate  permeable  space;  and, 

15  WHEREAS,  permeable  landscaping  has  numerous  environmental  benefits  including 

16  stormwater  management,  air  filtration  and  wildlife  habitat;  and, 

17  WHEREAS,  Creating  sidewalk  gardens  is  a  meaningful  way  to  increase  community 

18  participation  and  stewardship;  and, 

19  WHEREAS,  The  presence  of  beautiful  public  space  encourages  people  to  walk,  spend 

20  time  outdoors,  and  interact;  and, 

21  WHEREAS,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  can  demonstrate  to  the  community  and  City 

22  agencies  best  practices  for  implementing  three  pilot  SPPG's  with  best  growing  conditions  for 

23  street  trees;  and 

24  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forest  Council  will  select  three  diverse  sites,  three  different 

25  design  models,  three  varying  site  conditions  and  three  communities  in  which  to  implement  the 
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1  projects  that  promote  improved  arboriculture  and  urban  forest  conditions  and  community- 

2  based  permeable  landscaping  and  public  open-space  gardens  located  on  public  rights-of-way 

3  throughout  San  Francisco. 
4 

5  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Meeting  on  x, 

6  2007. 

7   


8  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
9 

10  VOTE: 

1 1  Ayes: 

12  Noes: 

1 3  Absent: 
14 

15 
16 
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19 
20 
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23 
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25 
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Design  &  Implementation  Tasks  -  Jocelyn  Cohen 

for  Urban  Forestry  Council,  Planing  Committee  -  January  2008 

Ongoing  and  in  progress 

•  Plant  the  seed  for  a  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  Movement. 

•  Make  visual  presentation  to  various  stakeholders,  organizations  and 
professional  conferences. 

•  Network  and  build  a  core  group  of  supporters  and  alliances. 

•  Work  with  City  Department's  to  create  policy  in  support  of  public  gardens  in 
public  rights-of-way. 

Current  tasks  for  successful  pilot  sites 
•Fine  tune  time  line  with  specific  target  dates  and  goals. 

1.  March  30,  2008  signed  agreements  with  adjoining  property  owners. 

2.  June  15,  2008  all  collaborations  in  place. 

3.  June  30,  2008  installation  begins. 

4.  Compile  notes  and  documentation  for  "Guidelines"  flyer  /brochure  available  online 
August  1,  2008 

•  Commit  to  three  sites  with  both  Landmark  or  "significant  trees"  and  willing 
participants. 

Each  SPPG  can  be  unique,  drawing  from  the  culture  and  aesthetics  of  its 
caretakers,  can  be  one  street  address  or  a  whole  block. 

•  Involve  communities  directly  affected  with  each  SPPG  creation. 

•  Create  site  analysis  of  proposed  SPPGs  establishing  a  base  map,  site 
conditions  and  existing  plant  inventory. 

•Write  specifications,  including  budget,  collaborations  &  implementation. 

1.  Simple  Design  &  Plant  Plan  for  each  site,  assistance  from  APLD. 

2.  Contractor  notes  for  demolition 

3.  Secure  donations  of  plants  from  local  nurseries. 

4.  Collaboration  with  concrete  contractors  or  DPW  to  remove  concrete,  design  to  reuse  as 
much  of  concrete  on  site  as  possible. 

5.  Collaborate  with  local  arborist/ tree  workers  to  prune  large  trees  if  needed. 

6.  Collaborate  with  Merritt  College  Pruning  Club  to  prune  smaller  trees  under  20'. 

7.  Have  media  lined  up  to  cover  the  transformation,  Ron  Sullivan  and  Joe  Eaten  from  "The 
Chronicle." 

•  Use  appropriate  resources  to  implement. 

•Produce  simple  guidelines  giving  instructions  for  ongoing  care  of  tree(s)  and 
plants. 

•Document  process  and  create  simple  brochure  outlines  guidelines  for 
participating  in  the  SPPG  Program. 


Example  of  Specifications  for  SPPG  installation 
Line  itemize  so  we  have  a  unit  cost  for  each  task 

1.  Remove  concrete  and  take  to  recycle 

2.  Remove  concrete  and  re-use  to  build  small  dry  stack  wall /border  around  garden 

3.  Amend  soil  and  preparation  as  necessary  in  new  planting  areas 

4.  Unit  Cost  to  plant  1  gallon  plant 

5.  Unit  Cost  to  plant  5  gallon  plant 
Example  of  Specifications  for  installation 

6.  Do  not  rototill  soil  as  we  want  little  disturbance  to  tree  roots,  amend  soil  as  necessary  to 
bring  to  grade  mixing  with  native  soil 

7.  Preservation  requirements  for  existing  tree(s)  as  needed 

8.  Mulch  entire  area  with  3"  of  mulch,  fir  bark  or  Forest  Floor 

9.  New  plants  to  be  placed  in  field  by  designer 
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January  25,  2008  Cancelled 

City  andCounty  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  the  Environment 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


REGULAR  MEETING 
CANCELLED  MEETING  MINUTES 

Friday,  January  25,  2008,  10:00  a.m. 


City  Hall,  Room  400 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council's  January  25,  2008  Regular  Meeting  was  cancelled  due 
to  a  lack  of  quorum.  The  next  Council  Meeting  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  February 
26,  2008  at  5:30  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  416.  An  agenda  will  be  prepared  and 
distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  meeting.  If  you  have  any  questions  please 
contact  the  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  at  (415)  355-373 1  or  the  Council  Secretary 
at  (415)  355-3709.  You  may  also  visit  our  website  at 

http://sfeov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeling.asp?id=61010  for  more  meeting  information.    Thank  you. 


Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish 
Council  Secretary 
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GAVIN  NEWSOM,  MAYOR 
JARED  BLUMENFELD,  DIRECTOR 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Regular  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda 

Tuesday,  February  26,  2008  at  5:30  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


- 


Carolyn  Blair 

Mike  Boss 
Jocelyn  Cohen 
Steve  Griswold 
Malcolm  Hillan 


Terry  Milne 
Chair 
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SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Milton  Marks 
Lena  Miller 
Kelly  Quirke,  Vice-Chair 
Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 


David  Habert 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency 

Susan  Nervo 
SF  Recreation  &  Park  Department 


AnMarie  Rodgers 
SF  Planning  Department 

Carla  Short 
SF  Department  of  Public  Works 


Mark  Sustarich 
SF  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Mei  Ling  Hui 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator 

Monica  Fish 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


/ 


Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  December  14,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  December  14,  2007  Regular  Meeting  (Word) 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=72866)  (DiSCUSSion  and  Action). 

3.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws  Amendment.  Draft  Resolution  to  amend  the  Bylaws  to  change 
the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  meeting  time  and  location  (Discussion  and  Action) 
(Explanatory  documents:  Draft  Resolution  File  R-2008-01-UFC  Proposed  Bylaws  amendment 

(Word)  http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  planninq/supportinq/2008/File2008-01- 
UFCAmendBylaws.doc  and  Notice  of  Proposed  Bylaws  Amendment 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=73282). 

4.  Outreach  Plan  for  Landmarking  of  Trees.  Approval  of  Outreach  Letter  to  Members  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmark  Preservation  Advisory  Board,  and  Directors  of 
any  City  Agency  or  Department  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Outreach  Letter 
(Word) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviron^ 
etterForLandmarkTree.doc). 

5.  Amendments  to  Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code.  Ordinance  amending 
Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  to  make  clarifying  changes,  establish  hearing 
notice  provisions,  and  extend  the  term  of  temporary  designation  of  nominated  landmark  trees;  and 
making  environmental  findings — Introduced  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  December  11,  2007 
Meeting.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Ordinance  File  No.  071672 
(PDF) 

http://web  1  .sfROv.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/  supporting/2008/File07 1 672PublicWor 
ksCode.pdf) 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Terry  Milne 

6.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  2008 
Work  Plan  recommendations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action).  (Explanatory  Documents: 
December  20,  2007  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  Meeting  Minutes  Discussion 

http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=7302o:  Background  Documents:  Urban  Forestry  Council's 
Suggestions  for  the  Work  Plan  from  the  September  28,  2007  Meeting  Minutes — Item  4  (HTML) 
http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=69i7i ,  and  Planning  and  Funding  Committees'  Priority  Action 
Steps  Discussions  (Word) 

http://web  1  .sfgov.org/ site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  planning/ supporting/2007/Priority Actio 
nStepsDiscussion.doc) 

7.  Permeable  Landscaping  and  Public  Open-Space  Gardens.  Resolution  recommending  that  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  in  conjunction  with  other  city  agencies  and  community  groups  or  individuals 
design  and  install  three  permeable  landscaping  and  public  open-space  gardens  located  on  public 
rights-of-way  that  incorporate  Landmark  and/or  "significant"  trees  in  2008.  (Discussion  and  Action) 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Resolution  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  planninq/supporting/2008/JocelvnResPilotProiectsf1).doc  and 

Design  and  Implementation  Tasks  (PDF) 


z 


http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploacleclfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  planninq/supportinq/2008/lmpl 
ementation%20tasksSPPGCohen.pdf) 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Member  Jocelyn  Cohen 


8.  Role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Environmental  Assistant.  The  Council  will  discuss  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  recommendations  for  the  role  of  the  Environmental  Assistant 
and  make  recommendations  to  the  Department  of  the  Environment  (Discussion  and  Action) 
(Explanatory  Document:  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  January  17,  2008  Meeting 
Recommendations  from  Draft  Minutes,  Item  5 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=74397). 

9.  Review  and  Approval  of  the  Street  Tree  List  recommended  by  the  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  and  previously  adopted  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  2006  (Discussion  and 
Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Resolution  File  No.  2008-Olf-UFC  adopting  the 
Recommended  Street  Tree  List  for  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviro^  and 

2006  Street  Tree  List  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orc^site/uploadedfiles/sfenviro^ 
20B%20C.doc). 

10.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 
relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities.  (Informational  Report 
and  Discussion) 

11.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 

Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  March  20,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  March  1 1 ,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 

12.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion). 

13.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

14.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

15.  Adjournment 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction 
of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of 
the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated 
that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the 
meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda. 
This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the 
Council  is  limited  to: 

1.  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 


Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center 
Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and 
#71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic 
Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent 
to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue 
adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the 
use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please 
contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if 
possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or 
related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional 
information. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights 
under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank 
Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102- 
4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf(5)sfqov.orq.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
www.sfqov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report 
lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 
www.sfqov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or 
use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request 
to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  41 5-355-3709  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish(5)Sfgov.org 
within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Posted:  February  19,  2008 


Y 


FILE  N©.  MQ)©8=1  -UPC  RESOLUTION  NO. 

February  26,  2008 


1  [Amendment  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws.] 
2 

3  Resolution  amending  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Bylaws  to  amend  the  Planning  and 

4  Funding  Committee's  meeting  schedule  and  location. 

5  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  at  its  February  26,  2008  meeting  considered 

6  and  approved  amending  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  meeting  time  to  4:15  p.m. 

7  and  meeting  location  to  be  Room  421 ,  City  Hall,  One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  in  San 

8  Francisco,  California;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

9  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  voted  to  approve  revision  of  its  Bylaws  to 

1 0  reflect  amendments  to  Article  Vlll-Committees  to  read  as  follows: 

1 1  Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

12  The  Council  shall  have  two  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Funding  and 

13  (2)  Landmark  Tree.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  shall  have  seven  members.  The 

14  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee 

15  shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4:15  pm  to  5:45  pm,  in  City  Hall,  Room 

16  421 ,  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday 

17  at  4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF 

18  Environment's  website.  Meetings  will  be  rescheduled  in  case  of  a  City  recognized  holiday. 

19  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Regular 

20  Meeting  on  February  26,  2008. 

21   

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

23  VOTE: 
Ayes: 

24  Noes: 
Absent: 

25 


Urban  Forestry  Council  Page  1 

A3 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  BYLAWS  OF 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
TO  BE  ACTED  UPON  AT  THE  REGULAR  MEETING  OF  JANUARY  25,  2008, 10:00  A.M. 

CITY  HALL,  ROOM  400 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  Article  XI  -  Amendment  of  Bylaws  of  the  Bylaws  of  the  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council  requiring  circulation  of  proposed  amendments  in  writing  to  all  Council  Members 
and  noticed  to  the  public  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  such  meeting.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will 
discuss  and  vote  on  amending  the  meeting  location  and  schedule  for  the  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee.  The  following  section  is  proposed  for  amendment  to  read  as  follows: 

Article  VIII  -  Committees 

Section  4:  Standing  Committees 

The  Council  shall  have  two  standing  committees:  (1)  Planning  and  Funding  and 
(2)  Landmark  Tree.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  shall  have  seven  members.  The 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  have  five  members.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee 
shall  meet  on  the  third  Thursday  of  each  month  from  4:15  pm  to  5:45  pm,  in  City  Hall,  Room 
421,  San  Francisco.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  meet  monthly  on  the  2nd  Tuesday  at 
4:00  p.m.,  in  City  Hall,  Room  421  in  San  Francisco.  This  information  shall  be  posted  on  SF 
Environment's  website.  Meetings  will  be  rescheduled  in  case  of  a  City  recognized  holiday. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  above  notice  was  issued  and  posted  on  January  8,  2008. 


Monica  Fish,  Urban  Forestry  Council  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail;  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL'S  LANDMARK  TREE  COMMITTEE 

Dear  Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmark  Preservation  Advisory  Board, 
and  Directors  of  any  City  Agency  or  Department: 


With  the  adoption  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  in  January  2006,  the  City  of  San  Francisco  has  taken  a 
significant  step  to  support  its  commitment  to  the  preservation,  care,  and  celebration  of  San  Francisco's 
trees.  Landmarking  trees  not  only  preserves  and  protects  outstanding  specimens,  but  also  increases 
neighborhood  pride  while  highlighting  how  trees  improve  the  quality  of  everyone's  life  in  the  urban 
environment. 

The  ordinance  specifically  gives  you  the  authority  to  nominate  trees  for  landmark  status.  This  authority 
provides  you  with  a  great  opportunity,  privilege  and  responsibility  to  begin  a  process  that  will  be  of  benefit  to 
all  San  Franciscans. 

Trees  that  are  granted  landmark  status  enjoy  increased  protection  by  the  City  of  San  Francisco  and  they 
also: 


•  Promote  neighborhood  pride  by  honoring  and  celebrating  unique  trees 

•  Inspire  a  sense  of  place  in  the  city  and  care  in  neighborhoods 

•  Improve  pedestrian  and  neighborhood  safety  with  traffic  calming  qualities 

•  Add  to  consumer  enjoyment  and  increased  spending 

•  Enhance  property  values 

•  Clean  the  air  we  breathe  and  create  a  healthier,  happier,  relaxed  atmosphere 

•  Beautify  living  and  working  environments,  making  people  more  productive 

The  Landmark  Tree  committee  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  urges  you  to  nominate  trees  for  landmark 
recognition  that  you,  or  your  constituents,  feel  would  be  worthy  of  such  designation. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration.  We  look  forward  to  helping  you  preserve  and  protect  San 
Francisco's  living  heritage. 


Sincerely  yours, 

Members  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council 

For  more  information  please  contact  Mei  Ling  Hui,  Urban  Forest  Coordinator  at  meiling.hui@sfgov.org  or 
(415)355-3731 

See  attached  "Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation"  to  help  you  identify  the  qualities  of  your  trees  that 
make  them  worthy  of  landmark  status.  ^ 
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FILE  NO.  071672  ORDINANCE  NO. 


1  [Public  Works  Code  -  landmark  trees.] 
2 

3  Ordinance  amending  Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  to  make 

4  clarifying  changes,  establish  hearing  notice  provisions,  and  extend  the  term  of 

5  temporary  designation  of  nominated  landmark  trees;  and  making  environmental 

6  findings. 

7  Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  stiilcathrough  italics  Times  New  Roman  - 

8  Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 

Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

10  Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

1 1  Section  1 .  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 

12  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 

13  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 

14  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.        .  and  is  incorporated  herein  by 

15  reference. 

16  Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 

17  Section  810,  to  read  as  follows: 

18  SEC.  810.  LANDMARK  TREES. 

19  (a)    Designation  Criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  develop  and  recommend  for 

20  adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Resolution  No.  44-06,  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  File 

21  No.  060487  adopted  uniform  criteria  for  the  designation  of  landmark  trees,  which  criteria  shall 

22  included  consideration  of  the  age,  size,  shape,  species,  location,  historical  association,  visual 

23  quality,  w  and  other  contribution  to  the  City's  character,  as  set  forth  Section  81 0(f)(4)(A)-(E) 

24  below.  Upon  adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  the  77»s_designation  criteria,  which  may  be 

25  amended  from  time  to  time,  shall  apply  to  all  trees  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  City  and 
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1  County  of  San  Francisco.  Pending  adoption  of  criteria  for  designation  of  landmark  trees,  the  Urban 

2  Forestry  Council,  affected  City  departments,  and  the  Board  of  Supei-visors  shall  rely  on  the  general 

3  criteria  set  forth  in  Section  810(f)(4)  (A)  (E) . 

4  (b)  Designation  Process. 

5  (1)  Nominations.  A  tree  may  be  nominated  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree  by  any 

6  of  the  following  parties:  (i)  the  property  owner  whose  property  contains  the  subject  tree  by  a 

7  written  request  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  (ii)  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  adoption  of  a 

8  motion  declaring  the  intent  to  nominate  a  tree  for  landmark  status  or  the-?  Planning  Commission7  or 

9  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  by  adoption  of  a  resolution  of  intent  to  nominate  a 
1.0  tree  for  landmark  status;  or  (iii)  the  director  of  any  City  agency  or  department  by  filing  a 

1 1  nomination  letter  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Each  tree  nominated  for  landmark  tree 

12  status  shall  be  the  subject  of  a  separate  individual  nomination. 

13  (2)  Content  of  Nominations.  Nominations  shall  be  made  in  writing  to  the  Urban 

14  Forestry  Council  and  shall  include  the  basis  for  the  nomination,  which  may  address  one  or 

15  more  of  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  including  the  factors  listed  below  in  Section 

16  810(f)(4)(A)--(E)  below;  the  lot,  assessor's  block,  and  street  address  of  the  subject  property; 

17  one  or  more  pictures  of  the  tree;  and  any  other  information  that  the  nominating  property  owner 

18  or  entity  believes  would  be  pertinent  to  the  nomination. 

19  (3)  Urban  Forestry  Council  Hearing  and  Determination.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 

20  shall  hold  a  public  hearing  on  a  nomination  within  60  days  of  receipt  of  a  completed 

21  nomination  request,  and  shall  determine  whether  the  tree  qualifies  as  a  landmark  tree 

22  pursuant  to  the  adopted  designation  criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  meet  at  least  twice 

23  annually  to  consider  such  nomination  requests.  After  the  conclusion  of  the  public  hearing,  the 

24  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  adopt  written  findings  that  specify  the  basis  for  its  decision  to 
25 
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1  approve  or  reject  the  nomination  and  shall  forward  these  findings  to  the  applicant  for  the 

2  nomination  and  the  affected  property  owner.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines  that  the 

3  subject  tree  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  it  shall  forward  said  decision  to  the 

4  Director,  as  to  a  tree  on  private  property,  or  to  the  subject  City  agency,  commission  or 

5  department,  as  to  a  tree  on  City-owned  property.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejects  the 

6  nomination,  the  Council  shall  not  accept  a  new  request  for  the  subject  tree  for  three  years 

7  from  the  date  of  its  decision.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines  that  a  tree  qualifies  as 

8  a  landmark  tree,  its  written  findings  on  the  nomination  shall  be  forwarded,  along  with  any 

9  recommendations  of  relevant  City  agencies,  commissions  or  departments,  shall  be  forwarded 

10  within  30  days  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  its  consideration  pursuant  to  Section  810(b)(4)  of 

1 1  this  Article.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  fails  to  forward  said  findings  to  the  Board  of 

12  Supervisors  within  90  days  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  receipt  of  the  nomination  request, 

13  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may,  in  its  discretion,  schedule  a  public  hearing  on  the  nomination, 

14  in  which  event,  the  failure  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  forward  said  findings  within  the  90 

15  day  period  shall  constitute  its  approval  of  the  nomination. 

16  (A)  If  the  nominated  tree  is  on  private  or  public  property,  the  Council  shall  provide 

17  mailed  or  delivered  notice  of  the  hearing  to  the  subject  property  owner  and  all  property  owners  and 

18  residents  adjoining  the  subject  property  where  the  tree  is  located  at  least  seven  (7)  days  prior  to  its 

19  hearing.  

20   (B)  If  the  subject  property  exceeds  one  (I)  acre  in  size,  the  Council  shall  provide  posted 

21  notice  in  lieu  of  the  mailed  or  delivered  notice.  Such  notice  shall  be  posted  on  at  least  two  locations  on 

22  each  block  face(s)  tangent  to  the  subject  property  at  least  seven  (1)  days  prior  to  its  hearing. 
23 
24 
25 
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1   (C)  If  the  Council  either  delivers  or  posts  notice  in  accordance  with  these  provisions, 

2  staff  assigned  to  this  task  shall  sign  an  affidavit,  accompanied  with  any  supporting  material  statins 

3  when  and  where  the  notice  was  delivered  or  posted. 

4  (4)  Designation.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the  Board 

5  of  Supervisors,  by  ordinance,  may  designate  as  a  "landmark  tree"  any  tree  within  the  territorial 

6  limits  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  that  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  or 

7  may  rescind  such  designations.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  does  not  issue  findings  in  a 

8  timely  manner  pursuant  to  Subsection  (b)(3),  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  adopt  its  own 

9  findings  as  part  of  the  designation  of  a  landmark  tree.  , 

10  (c)  Landmark  Tree  Designation  Recorded  Notice  and  Official  Book.  Upon  Board  of 

1 1  Supervisors  designation  of  a  landmark  tree,  the  Department  or  affected  agency  shall  record  a 

12  notice  on  the  subject  property  concerning  the  landmark  tree.  The  Department  also  shall 

13  record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  an  official  book  entitled  Landmark  Trees.  If  the 

14  landmark  tree  is  a  street  tree  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of  the  Department,  the 

15  Department  shall  record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  a  separate  section  of  the  Landmark 

16  Tree  book  that  is  reserved  for  those  landmark  trees  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of 

17  the  Department.  The  Department  shall  maintain  this  book  for  public  review  and  update  it  on  a 

18  regular  basis  with  the  assistance  of  affected  agencies. 

1 9  (d)  Temporary  Designation  of  Landmark  Tree  Status.  At  the  time  a  member  of  the 

20  Board  of  Supervisors  introduces  a  resolution  of  motion  declaring  the  intent  to  initiate  a 

21  nomination  and  submits  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  the  information  required  for  a 

22  landmark  tree  nomination  request  as  set  forth  in  Section  810(b)(2),  the  subject  tree  shall  be 

23  temporarily  designated  as  a  landmark  tree  ("temporary  designation")  and  be  subject  to  the 

24  provisions  governing  landmark  trees  set  forth  herein  while  proceedings  are  pending  on  the 
25 
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1  landmark  tree  designation.  At  the  time  the  Planning  Commission  or  Landmarks  Preservation 

2  Advisory  Board  adopts  a  resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  nomination,  temporary  designation  of 

3  the  subject  tree  shall  occur.  If  the  Director  of  the  Department  or  the  director  of  any  other  City 

4  agency,  commission  or  department  initiates  landmark  tree  designation,  temporary  designation 

5  shall  occur  when  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adopts  a  resolution  determining  that  the  subject 

6  tree  qualifies  for  landmark  tree  status.  In  addition,  the  Director  of  the  Department  shall  have 

7  the  authority  to  issue  an  emergency  order  that  temporarily  designates  a  tree  on  private 

8  property  or  on  any  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department  to  prevent  the  immediate 

9  removal  of  a  tree.  Upon  initiation  of  a  nomination  pursuant  to  this  Section;  the  entity  initiating 

10  nomination  shall  immediately  inform  the  Director  who  shall  immediately  cause  a  notice  to  be 

1 1  provided  to  the  relevant  department  or  private  property  owner  informing  them  of  the  special 

12  permit  and  approval  requirements  pursuant  to  Section  810(f).  \f4SQ215  days  have  elapsed 

13  from  the  date  of  temporary  designation  and  final  action  on  landmark  tree  designation  has  not 

14  been  completed,  the  temporary  designation  status  for  the  subject  tree  shall  expire  unless  the 

15  Board  of  Supervisors  adopts  a  resolution  to  extend  the  temporary  designation.  Such 

16  extension  shall  not  exceed  90  additional  days.  Although  the  subject  tree  ultimately  may  be 

17  designated  as  a  landmark  tree  sometime  after  expiration  of  temporary  designation  status, 

18  once  the  temporary  designation  has  expired,  the  affected  tree  shall  not  be  subject  to  a  new 

19  temporary  designation  for  at  least  two  years  from  the  date  of  temporary  designation.  The  215- 

20  day  term  of  temporary  designation  or  any  additional  term,  if  extended  through  Board  of  Supervisors 

21  action  pursuant  to  this  Section,  shall  automatically  be  extended  30  additional  days  from  the  date  the 

22  Mayor  either  signs  the  ordinance  designating  the  subject  tree  as  a  landmark  tree  or  the  10th  day  after 

23  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  refers  said  ordinance  to  the  Mayor  and  the  ordinance  is  not  signed  or  vetoed.  If 
24 

25 
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1  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejects  a  nomination  under  subsection  (b)(3),  the  temporary 

2  designation  shall  automatically  terminate. 

3  (e)  Zoning  Administrator.  The  Zoning  Administrator  shall  be  required  to  identify 

4  designated  landmark  tree(s)  on  proposed  development  or  construction  sites  and  to  notify  the 

5  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  Department  or  affected  City  agency,  commission  or 

6  department.  The  Zoning  Administrator  and  the  Department  or  such  other  City  Agency, 

7  commission  or  department  with  jurisdiction,  shall  be  required  to  impose  measures  to  protect 

8  such  landmark  trees  on  a  construction  site  against  damage  to  trunk,  roots,  and  branches  in 

9  accordance  with  Section  808(c)  of  this  Article.  Removal  of  such  trees  shall  be  subject  to  the 

10  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  landmark  trees  provided  in  this  Section. 

11  (f)  Removal  Criteria  and  Procedures. 

12  (1)  Removal  Criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  develop  and  recommend  for 

13  adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  uniform  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  governing 

14  determinations  to  remove  landmark  trees.  Removal  criteria  shall  require  consideration  and 

15  written  findings  on  all  of  the  factors  related  to  the  landmark  tree  as  set  forth  in  Section 

16  810(g)(4),  below,  and  shall  not  authorize  the  removal  of  a  landmark  tree  unless  the  it 

17  constitutes  a  hazard  tree  pursuant  to  Section  802(o).  Public  notice,  in  accordance  with  the 

18  requirements  of  Section  806(a)(2),  and  a  hearing  shall  be  required. 

19  (2)  Removal  on  Private  Property;  Special  Permit  Required.  A  property  owner  who 

20  desires  a  permit  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  shall  apply  to  the  Department  on  the  designated 

21  form.  Such  application  must  be  accompanied  by  an  administrative  fee  in  accordance  with  a 

22  fee  schedule  adopted  by  the  Director.  Except  in  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and  immediate 

23  necessity,  landmark  trees  on  private  property  shall  be  removed  only  after  the  Director's 

24  determination  and  issuance  of  a  permit,  following  a  public  hearing.  If  the  Director  determines 
25 
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1  that  removal  of  a  landmark  tree  is  necessary  or  permissible  in  accordance  with  the  adopted 

2  removal  criteria,  the  Director  may  impose  such  reasonable  conditions  on  the  permit  for 

3  removal  as  he  or  she  deems  necessary  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  the  tree,  including  but 

4  not  limited  to  the  replacement  value  of  the  tree,  administrative  costs,  and  contribution  to  the 

5  Adopt-A-Tree  Fund.  The  Director's  determination  shall  be  final  and  appealable  to  the  Board  of 

6  Appeals.  Any  person  seeking  permission  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  must  pay  all  costs  related 

7  to  the  permit  process  and  public  hearings.  Pending  adoption  of  criteria  for  removal  of 

8  landmark  trees,  the  Department  shall  rely  on  the  general  criteria  set  forth  in  Section 

9  810(f)(4)(A)--(F). 

10  (3)  Removal  on  City-owned  Property;  Special  Approval  Required.  Removal  of  a 

1 1  landmark  tree(s)  on  City  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  City  agency,  commission,  or 

12  department  shall  be  subject  to  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  adopted  by  the  Board  of 

13  Supervisors  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1),  above,  including  the  process  for  public  notice  and  a 

14  hearing  prior  to  removal  of  the  tree.  After  following  said  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures,  the 

15  subject  City  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  make  its  decision  on  removal  of  a 

16  landmark  tree(s).  Such  decision  is  final  and  nonappealable.  Pending  the  Board  of 

17  Supervisor's  adoption  of  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1),  the 

18  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  follow  the  general  criteria  of  Subsection  (f)(4)(A)-(F) 

19  and  similar  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  street  trees  as  set  forth  in  Section  806(c)  and 

20  for  removal  of  hazard  trees  as  set  forth  in  this  Section  806(a)(4).  This  Subsection  shall  not 

21  supercede  the  Charter  jurisdiction  that  has  been  granted  to  any  City  agency,  commission,  or 

22  department. 

23  (4)  Required  Findings.  As  part  of  any  determination  that  authorizes  removal  of  any 

24  landmark  tree,  the  City  entity  making  such  determination  shall,  in  addition  to  the  adopted 
25 
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1  removal  criteria,  consider  and  make  written  findings  on  each  of  the  following  factors  related  to 

2  the  tree: 

3  (A)  Size,  age,  and  species; 

4  (B)  Visual  characteristics,  including  the  tree's  form  and  whether  it  is  a 

5  prominent  landscape  feature; 

6  (C)  Cultural  or  historic  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  has  significant 

7  ethnic  appreciation  or  historical  association  or  whether  the  tree  was  part  of  a  historic  planting 

8  program  that  defines  neighborhood  character; 

9  (D)  Ecological  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  provides  important 

10  wildlife  habitat,  is  part  of  a  group  of  interdependent  trees,  provides  erosion  control,  or  acts  as 

1 1  a  wind  or  sound  barrier; 

12  (E)  Locational  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  is  in  a  high  traffic  area 

13  or  low  tree  density  area,  provides  shade  or  other  benefits  to  multiple  properties,  and  is  visually 

14  accessible  from  the  public  right-of-way;  and 

15  (F)  One  or  more  criteria  that  qualify  the  tree  as  a  hazard  tree  pursuant  to 

16  Section  802(o). 

17  (5)  Emergency  Removal  on  Private  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and 

18  immediate  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  Director,  the  Director  may  remove  or  require  the 

19  responsible  owner(s)  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal, 

20  the  Director  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  for  such  action  to  the  Board  of 

21  Supervisors  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all 

22  interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  to  the  owners  and 

23  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  was 

24  removed.  If  the  Department  incurs  any  costs  related  to  an  emergency  removal,  said  costs, 
25 
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1  including  labor,  equipment,  materials,  inspection  services,  and  administrative  costs,  shall  be 

2  an  obligation  owing  by  the  responsible  owner(s)  to  the  City.  Removal  of  a  landmark  tree 

3  pursuant  to  this  Subsection  is  not  subject  to  Section  81 0(f)(4)  above. 


5  immediate  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  director  or  general  manager  of  the  subject  agency, 

6  commission,  or  department,  the  subject  agency,  commission,  or  department  may  remove  a 

7  landmark  tree  within  its  jurisdiction  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal,  the  subject 

8  agency,  department,  or  commission  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  of  such  action 

9  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Department  of  Public  Works  and 

10  shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all  interested  San  Francisco  organization  and,  to  the  extent 

1 1  practical,  the  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face 

12  where  the  affected  tree  was  removed.  Removal  of  a  landmark  tree  pursuant  to  this  Subsection 

13  is  not  subject  to  Section  810(f)(4)  above. 

14  (g)  If  a  landmark  tree(s)  has  been  designated  as  part  of  a  local  historic  district  or 

1 5  landmark  under  Article  1 0  of  the  Planning  Code,  removal  of  such  tree  shall  be  subject  to  the 

16  procedures  set  forth  in  the  Planning  Code  Article  10  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of 

17  Subsection  810(f)  above.  In  the  case  of  a  conflict  between  Section  810(f)  and  the  Article  10 

18  designation,  the  more  restrictive  provisions  shall  apply. 
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(6)  Emergency  Removal  on  City-owned  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  PLANNING  &  FUNDING  COMMITTEE 

*RESCHEDULED  MEETING 
APPROVED  MINUTES 

Thursday,  December  20,  2007,  4:15  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  408 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

*The  Thursday,  December  20,  2007  meeting  was  rescheduled  because  it  was  held  in  Room 
408,  City  Hall  at  4:15  p.m.  instead  of  the  regular  meeting  location  of  11  Grove  Street  and 
the  regular  meeting  time  of  4:00  p.m. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:50  p.m.  Present:  Chair  Short;  Members 
Marks,  Milne,  and  Quirke;  Excused:  Members  Habert,  Miller  and  Sherk. 

2.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  the  November  15,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  Regular  Meeting  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  document: 
Approved  Minutes  of  the  November  15,  2007  Meeting 

http://sfaov.org/site/sfenvironment  paae.asp?id=7i 827).  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Milne  and  second  by 
Member  Marks,  the  November  1 5,  2007  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection 
(AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Marks,  Quirke  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Habert,  Miller 
and  Sherk). 

3.  Review  of  Council  Bylaws,  Environmental  Code  Chapter  12,  and  Listing  of  other  City 
Advisory  Councils.  The  Planning  Committee  will  discuss  how  to  strengthen  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council's  role  after  review  of  documents  and  through  consultation  with  other  City 
Advisory  Councils  (Discussion).  (Explanatory  Documents:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws 

(Word)http://\ft^.sfenvironment.orq/downloacls/librarv/bvlawsadoptedon082807.doc.  Environment  Code  Chapter  12 
(Word)  http://www.sfenvironment.ora/downloads/librarv/uf1uforidinance.doc  (Continued  from  the  November  15, 

2007  Meeting). 

Chair  Short  reported  that  she  had  not  yet  received  replies  from  other  City  Advisory  Councils 
that  she  had  contacted  on  the  subject  of  effective  ways  to  interact  with  legislators  and 
proposed  continuance  of  this  agenda  item.  This  item  was  continued  to  the  January  17, 

2008  meeting. 

4.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  definition  of  the  urban  forest  and 
prepare  a  Work  Plan  for  2008  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents: 
Urban  Forestry  Council's  Suggestions  for  the  Work  Plan  from  the  September  28,  2007 
Meeting  Minutes — Item  4  (HTML)  http://sfaov.ora/site/sfenvironment  paoe.asp?id=69i7i .  and  November  15, 
2007  Meeting  Minutes  (see  Item  2)  (Continued  from  the  November  15,  2007  Meeting). 


Committee  members  suggested  Work  Plan  2008  items  that  included: 

©    Expand  Recommended  Street  Tree  list  (CS). 

o  Work  on  tree  recommendations  beyond  street  trees;  review  additional  tree 
species  that  might  be  larger  in  stature  or  native  species  that  aren't  as  large 
that  are  not  appropriate  for  streets  but  could  be  recommended  to  property 
owners  as  property  backyard  trees  or  to  agencies  that  have  land. 

o  Create  companion  lists  to  the  current  street  tree  list  that  include  an  open 
space  list,  backyard  tree  list,  etc.  (MLH). 

•  Raise  awareness  and  funding  to  maintain  trees  that  are  being  planted  and  exist  in 
the  City  under  City  agency  management  (CS). 

•  Recommend  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  nominate  a  certain  number  of  trees  per 
year  (and  per  district)  for  landmark  status. 

•  Look  into  the  feasibility  of  requiring  a  certification  for  anyone  who  works  on  a  tree 
under  City  jurisdiction. 

•  Review  Priority  Action  Steps 

htto://web1  .sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  planninq/supportinq/2007/PrioritvActionStepsDiscussion.d 

oc  that  the  Planning/Policy  and  Funding  Committees  had  previously  established 
(MM). 

•  Research  other  agency  initiatives  on  planning,  construction,  and  capital  projects  and 
how  they  may  relate  to  the  urban  forest  in  terms  of  timing  and  scope  (CS). 

o  Create  a  comprehensive  list  of  citywide  urban  forest  activities  and  then  decide 
what  the  most  important  areas  are  as  a  Council  to  be  involved  with  (KQ).  It 
was  stated  that  the  Annual  Report  due  in  September  provides  information  on 
this  topic  (MLH). 

o   Involve  interns  on  putting  together  a  baseline  of  citywide  activities  that  would 
include  a  short  description,  timelines,  funding  requirements  and  funding 
sources  (KQ). 

o   Involvement  with  the  Planning  Department's  issuance  of  a  Request  for 
Proposal  for  the  new  Urban  Forest  Plan  (MLH). 

•  Agree  to  a  definition  of  the  urban  forest  in  order  to  help  make  better  choices  for  work 
plan  selections  (KQ). 

•  Work  on  recommendations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  how  to  take  care  of  the 
pine  pitch  canker  problem  (MLH). 

•  Determine  the  role  of  the  Council  on  the  SF  Tree  Map  project  (MLH). 

•  Recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  (1 )  regulate  or  impose  fines  when  major 
renovations  for  tree  plantings  do  not  follow  the  requirement  to  plant  20  feet  on  center 
and  (2)  charge  an  in  lieu  fee  for  capital  improvement  projects  run  by  the  city  when 
trees  are  removed  and  cannot  be  replaced  (MLH).  The  fee  would  be  allocated  to 
DPW  to  plant  trees  in  an  alternate  location. 

•  Create  a  citizen  public  outreach  campaign  on  an  annual  or  two-year  basis  to 
heighten  awareness  of  what  the  public's  role  should  be  in  relation  to  the  urban  forest 
(MM). 

o  Expand  the  Arbor  Day  celebration  to  include  pruning  guidelines  in  addition  to 
planting.  (MM). 

o  Encourage  more  media  and  publicity  surrounding  tree  maintenance/pruning 
(TM). 
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proposal  is  made  in  order  to  go  forward.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  suggested  that  since  the  Council  did  not  have  a 
particular  proposal  to  consider  today,  that  this  item  should  be  continued  to  a  future  meeting. 


Member  Cohen  requested  an  example  of  a  time  when  the  Council  was  not  productive  and  if  had  worked 
towards  a  consensus  would  have  been  more  effective.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  discussion  of  the 
Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  and  working  towards  putting  together  an  agreement  that  could  be  brought  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  on  time  was  an  example.  It  was  explained  that  the  Council's  comments  were  not 
focused  towards  how  the  Ordinance  could  be  improved  and  were  not  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
efficiently.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  moved  ahead  without  the  Council's  input  because  the  Council  did  not 
send  any  comments  forward  on  time  even  after  many  meetings  on  the  topic.  Member  Cohen  agreed  that  the 
Council  had  not  been  effective,  but  did  not  agree  that  there  was  a  lack  of  focus.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that 
had  the  Council  been  able  to  reach  an  agreement,  they  would  have  been  more  effective  in  getting  a  proposal 
enacted.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  he  would  be  interested  in  using  consensus  techniques  for  future 
proposals. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  this  item  would  be  continued  to  the  October  23,  2007  meeting  for  further 
discussion  and  for  background  material  to  be  provided. 

Urban  Forestry  Council's  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  definition  of  the  urban  forest  and  prepare  a  Work 
Plan  for  2008  (Explanatory  Document:  Urban  Forest  Plan  (PDF) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/ate/uploadedfiles/sfenviro  (Discussion). 

SPONSOR:  Vice-Chair  Kelly  Quirke 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  that  Council  Members  review  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  Ordinance  (Chapter  12 
of  the  Environment  Code)  and  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  so  that  an  agreement  can  be  made  as  to  the  definition  of 
the  urban  forest  in  order  to  develop  a  Work  Plan  for  2008.  It  was  stated  that  the  Council  is  currently  a 
reactive  body  to  issues  that  have  come  up  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  elsewhere.  Vice-Chair  Quirke 
recommended  that  the  Council  at  future  meetings  discuss  what  issues  are  coming  up  and  how  to  address 
those  issues  in  order  to  set  goals,  objectives,  and  strategies  to  meet  goals.  The  importance  of  having  a 
mechanism  to  check  accomplishments  and  pending  work  to  reach  goals  was  noted.  Chair  Milne  suggested 
that  projected  timelines  for  reaching  goals  be  included  as  part  of  the  Work  Plan.  Council  Members  provided 
their  comments  on  Work  Plan  items  for  2008.  Suggestions  included: 

•  Monthly  meetings  between  the  Council  Chair,  Ms.  Hui,  a  Board  of  Supervisors  Representative 
(preferably  the  Board  President),  and  Mr.  Dan  Sider,  Director,  Mayor's  Office  of  Greening,  in  order 
to  discuss  the  Council's  activities  and  provide  monthly  updates  (KQ). 

•  Better  Streets  Plan,  Wastewater  Management  Plan  (BS)  and  Planning  Department's  Urban  Forest 
Master  Plan  involvement  (MM). 

•  Urban  Forest  Plan  Priority  Action  Steps  as  agreed  to  by  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  (MM 
andTM). 

•  Review  last  year's  work  plan  for  carry-over  items  (MM). 

•  Create  a  flowchart  and  checklist  of  work  plan  items  (JC). 

•  Involvement  in  other  City  projects  that  Council  members  and  other  City  agencies  are  working  on; 
e.g.,  Islais  Creek  and  other  watersheds  in  San  Francisco.  Discussion  of  trees,  uncovering  streams,  to 
create  more  ecological  ways  to  create  drainage  and  aquifer  replenishment,  study  different  kinds  of 
greening  and  places  for  greening  (BS). 

•  Discussion  of  the  effects  of  pine  pitch  canker  on  Monterey  pines  in  San  Francisco  and  City  resources 
that  are  being  used  for  removal,  and  disposal  of  these  trees.  SFPUC  does  not  have  resources  to  attend 
to  establishment  and  planting  of  new  trees  as  a  result  (MS). 

•  Involvement  in  large  public  projects  that  have  impact  on  the  urban  forest  so  that  trees  are  protected 
during  development  either  by  private  property  owners  or  developers  (MM  and  JC).  Create 
requirements  for  no  net  loss  of  trees  on  private  and  public  property,  amend  Planning  Code  Section 
143  and  strengthen  other  relevant  codes,  create  educational  programs  and  certification  requirements, 
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and  help  public  agencies  enforce  laws  so  that  private  property  owners  and  contractors  do  not  damage 
trees  (MM). 

•  Participation  in  requesting  funding  from  bonds  directed  towards  urban  forest  work  around  the  state; 
e.g.,  Proposition  84,  land  and  water  bond,  in  which  millions  of  dollars  are  allocated  for  the  urban 
forest  around  the  state  and  the  Recreation  and  Park  bond  allocated  to  the  urban  forest  and  trail 
restoration  (KQ). 

•  Sidewalk  pocket  parks  and  green  belts.  Create  a  paradigm  shift  as  to  how  San  Francisco  urban 
dwellers  see  our  streets,  sidewalks,  trees,  underground,  and  aboveground  through  written  articles, 
etc.  (JC). 

•  Discuss  Council's  interactions  with  other  City  Hall  agencies.  Public  outreach  through  written 
articles  to  newspapers  (TM). 

•  Work  with  bicyclists  and  pedestrians  to  create  better  streets.  Study  the  relationship  of  trees, 
pedestrian,  automotive,  and  bicycle  paths  of  travel.  Share  ideas  from  other  countries  (BS). 

•  Crocker  Amazon  and  other  park  projects  to  install  artificial  turf  play  fields  that  resulted  and  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  trees.  Council  to  discuss  processes  used  in  approving  projects  and  make 
recommendations  on  further  MOU's.  Discuss  whether  public  and  private  entities  are  working  well 
together  in  the  interests  of  the  public.  Ensure  adequate  public  participation — what  role  should 
private  entities  play  in  the  stewardship  of  public  places  (MM).  Create  Resolutions  and  make 
presentations  to  Commissions  to  pay  attention  to  these  issues  (TM).  Discussion  of  City 
subcontracting  and  the  public  process  (JC). 

The  Work  Plan  for  2008  would  be  discussed  at  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  at  their  October  18, 
2007  and  then  brought  back  to  the  full  Council  for  further  discussion  at  their  October  23,  2007  meeting. 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee 

5.    Board  of  Supervisors  Legislative  Process  Training/Workshop.  An  informational  report  will  be  given  on 
a  citywide  legislative  process  training/ workshop  tentatively  scheduled  for  this  year.  (Explanatory  Document 

Legislative  Process  Handbook  (PDF)  http://vvww.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/bdsupvis/haudbook/legislative  process. pdf). 

(Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

Ms.  Fish  reported  that  Ms.  Kay  Gulbengay,  Deputy  Clerk  for  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Office  indicated  that 
she  may  be  formulating  a  City-wide  legislative  process  training/workshop  for  Commissioners,  Council 
Members,  etc.  that  may  be  available  by  the  end  of  October.  However,  the  workshop  is  tentative  at  this  time, 
and  more  information  would  be  forwarded  to  Council  members  once  it  becomes  available.  For  additional 
information  on  the  legislative  process,  Ms.  Gulbengay  is  available  to  answer  questions  on  Monday  and 
Thursday  afternoons  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Office  or  by  email  Kay.Gulbengav@sfgov.org.  Vice-Chair 
Quirke  asked  if  the  legislative  training  session  would  be  open  to  the  public.  Ms.  Fish  stated  that  she  believes 
it  would  be  open  to  the  public  in  accordance  with  Sunshine  Ordinance  rules. 

Transcript  on  the  Legislative  Process 

Mr.  Tom  Owen,  Deputy  City  Attorney,  stated  that  he  has  been  working  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for 
the  past  twenty-six  years  preparing  legislation  either  directly  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  for  City 
departments,  the  Mayor's  Office,  and  the  Controller's  Office.  Mr.  Owen  explained  that  San  Francisco  is  the 
only  city  in  California  set  up  as  a  consolidated  City  and  County  and  one  of  the  few  in  the  country.  Also  as  a 
chartered  city,  under  state  constitution,  San  Francisco  has  the  ability  to  adopt  a  charter  for  local  governments 
which  gives  us  a  great  deal  of  autonomy  compared  to  general  cities  within  the  state  which  are  governed  by 
state  statutes  adopted  in  Sacramento. 

The  local  legislative  process  is  governed  in  San  Francisco's  Charter.  Charter  amendments  are  adopted 
pursuant  to  state  law~they  have  to  be  submitted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  by  a  group  of  citizens  who 
circulate  a  petition  and  approved  by  the  voters.  Most  City  legislation  is  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
There  are  three  kinds  of  enactments  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  can  pass — ordinances,  resolutions,  and 
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Funding  Committee  Discussion  on  Priority  Action  Steps 
July  3,  2007  Meeting 


Member  Milne  stated  that  the  Planning  Committee  recommended  funding  for  Priorities  2,  5  and  9  as 
listed  in  the  March  15,  2007  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  Meeting  Minutes.  Committee  Members 
held  a  discussion  on  Priority  2  Action  Item  5.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  allocate  and 
secure  funding  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance  from  public  and  private  sources  including 
partnerships.  Member  Marks  stated  that  agencies  that  are  involved  with  tree  planting  and 
maintenance  include  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  and  the  Mayor's 
Greening  Initiative.  It  was  reported  that  Green  Connect  that  was  started  by  the  Mayor  has  a 
partnership  with  the  Giants  to  plant  trees.  Member  Marks  stated  that  he  is  unsure  of  the  fundraising 
that  is  being  done  by  the  Mayor  for  City  offices  and  what  fundraising  is  being  done  for  non-profits 
such  as  Green  Connect.  Member  Milne  stated  that  he  would  be  contacting  Mr.  Sider,  Director  of 
Greening  to  request  a  report.  Member  Marks  stated  that  it  is  difficult  to  compete  with  other 
fundraising  that  is  currently  being  done,  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  who  has  a  low  level  of 
funding  does  not  seem  to  be  a  priority  within  the  City  government. 

Committee  members  discussed  identifying  the  type  of  partnerships  that  they  should  be  pursuing. 
Member  Milne  stated  that  the  partnerships  that  we  know  about  are  the  ones  from  the  Mayor's  Office. 
Member  Milne  indicated  that  from  previous  conversations  he  has  held  with  Mr.  Sider,  the  Director  of 
Greening,  it  appeared  that  his  focus  was  related  to  planning,  e.g.  adding  greening  elements  to  permits 
for  big  development  projects.  Member  Milne  stated  that  he  does  not  know  what  the  Council  can  do  to 
promote  funding  partnerships  in  the  public/private  aspect  that  the  Mayor's  Office  is  not  already  doing 
on  a  larger  scale,  e.g.  the  Giants  planting  trees.  Member  Marks  suggested  looking  to  the  Recreation 
and  Park  Department  for  a  partnership.  Member  Milne  inquired  about  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department's  current  partnerships.  Member  Nervo  indicated  that  The  Parks  Trust  is  the  non-profit 
partner  to  the  Conservatory  of  Flowers  and  the  San  Francisco  Botanical  Garden  Society  is  the  non- 
profit partner  to  the  San  Francisco  Botanical  Garden. 

Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  staff  suggested  that  the  Funding  Committee  create  a  comprehensive 
matrix  of  various  components  of  tree  planting  and  maintenance  that  is  going  on  by  different  agencies 
in  order  to  identify  where  the  gaps  might  be.  Then  a  focus  could  be  made  on  what  funding  to  pursue 
for  what  aspect  of  the  urban  forest.  Ms.  Eng  also  requested  that  Member  Marks,  Ms.  Shawn 
Rosenmoss,  Department  Fundraising  Coordinator  and  herself  set  up  a  meeting  this  month  to  discuss 
potential  fundraising.  Member  Marks  stated  that  there  should  be  an  understanding  of  what  money  the 
City  has  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance  and  how  it  is  allocated.  It  was  stated  that  the  federal 
government  allocated  1 1  million  dollars  for  planting  trees,  but  no  one  explained  where  the  money 
came  from  or  how  it  was  being  used.  Member  Marks  requested  that  Mr.  Sider  provide  an 
informational  report  on  how  federal  government  funding  is  being  allocated  for  trees. 

The  Committee  discussed  Priority  5:  Action  Item  8.  Elected  and  community  leaders  in  San 
Francisco  should  implement  tree  planting  programs  targeting  underserved  neighborhoods  in 
order  to  achieve  more  environmental  equity  and  accessibility.  Member  Milne  stated  that 
Supervisors  are  receiving  community  input  about  implementing  green  programs  in  their  districts,  and 
programs  such  as  Clean  and  Green  specific  to  neighborhoods  have  been  set  up.  Member  Milne  stated 
that  there  has  been  discussion  about  Council  Members  attending  the  Supervisors'  monthly 
community  meetings  to  discuss  planting  more  trees  in  particular  neighborhoods  and  to  increase  public 
awareness;  however,  these  efforts  do  not  provide  funding  to  implement  the  programs. 

The  Committee  discussed  Priority  9:  Action  Item  7.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  update  the 

list  of  recommended  trees.  The  Planning  Committee  had  recommended  that  the  Funding  Committee 
discuss  how  to  attain  funding  for  development  of  outreach  material  and  hold  a  discussion  on  how  to 
coordinate  the  dissemination  of  information.  Member  Milne  stated  that  the  intention  is  to  develop  the 
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Recommended  Street  Tree  List  into  a  brochure  instead  of  just  a  computer  list.  It  was  stated  that 
Member  Miller  was  discussing  the  possibility  of  developing  a  brochure  with  PG&E,  but  was  not 
successful  in  this  effort.  Member  Marks  stated  that  it  is  hard  to  understand  the  relationship  with 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  Green  Connect,  the  Mayor's  Greening  Initiative  and  Department  of 
Public  Works  (DPW)  in  order  to  coordinate  efforts.  It  was  stated  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
cannot  approach  foundations  for  funding  or  to  develop  outreach  material  because  the  Committee  does 
not  know  whether  the  Mayor's  Office,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  or  Green  Connect  has  already 
made  the  effort.  Member  Marks  stated  that  there  does  not  seem  to  be  coordination  between  different 
agencies,  and  the  entire  purpose  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  for  there  to  be  coordination. 
Member  Milne  stated  that  he  would  talk  to  Mr.  Sider  about  providing  an  informational  report  at  a 
future  meeting  and  that  an  informational  matrix  might  provide  a  clearer  understanding  of  coordination 
between  agencies.  It  was  stated  that  the  Council's  role  at  this  time  may  be  to  just  analyze  activities, 
make  suggestions,  and  to  participate  more  in  what  it  is  capable  of  doing. 

Ms.  Eng  suggested  that  the  new  staff  person  or  a  summer  intern  could  review  all  the  different  agency 
budgets  in  order  to  provide  funding  recommendations,  and  suggested  that  the  Committee's  efforts  be 
focused  more  on  private  funding  efforts.  Member  Marks  recommended  that  the  Mayor's  Office 
disseminate  their  efforts  with  other  agencies  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  so  the  Council  could 
better  plan  their  efforts.  Ms.  Eng  stated  that  the  Department's  role  is  to  help  facilitate  and  to  look  at 
different  components.  It  was  stated  that  one  of  the  responsibilities  listed  in  the  job  description  for  the 
new  Urban  Forest  staff  member  is  to  help  incorporate  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  components  into  the 
Better  Streets  planning  effort. 

Member  Marks  suggested  contacting  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  (FUF)  and  DPW  to  understand  the 
role  the  Council  and  the  Funding  Committee  can  have  to  help  develop  the  Recommended  Street  Tree 
List  into  a  more  formal  document..  Ms.  Eng  stated  that  at  the  previous  Funding  Committee  meeting,  a 
discussion  was  held  on  developing  a  web  resource  for  the  Recommended  Street  Tree  List.  It  was 
stated  that  it  would  take  resources  to  develop  a  new  web  page  and/or  to  setup  a  link  to  FUF  or  DPW's 
current  web  page.  Ms.  Eng  recommended  complimenting  the  electronic  information  or  printed  form 
by  working  on  establishing  a  physical  location,  e.g.  a  nursery  with  an  area  where  the  public  could 
view  trees  that  are  recommended  for  planting  and  where  they  could  access  tree  care  information.  Ms. 
Eng  stated  that  there  are  existing  resources  that  could  be  shared  more  effectively  with  additional 
support,  and  this  Council  can  provide  that  coordination  role,  information  dissemination,  and 
collection.  It  was  stated  that  most  foundations  would  prefer  providing  funding  for  planting  trees 
versus  providing  funding  for  coordinating  efforts  tc  plant  trees.  Member  Marks  stated  that  a  lot  of 
funders  would  want  credit  that  they  could  better  receive  from  signing  on  with  the  Mayor's  Office. 

No  action  was  taken  on  this  item.  The  priorities  determined  by  Committee  members  included 
identifying  current  funding  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance  by  holding  discussions  with  other 
agencies  (Mayor's  Office  and  FUF)  and  by  developing  a  matrix  to  track  Department  budget  funds 
that  apply  to  urban  forestry.  A  discussion  was  held  on  creating  a  formalized  Recommended  Street 
Tree  List  either  in  electronic  or  in  print  form  and  disseminating  the  information,  but  no  conclusive 
information  was  available. 
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Priority  Action  Steps  Discussion  from  the  March  15,  2007 
Planning  and  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

Priority  1:  Action  Item  1.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  develop  a  citywide  set  of 
standards  and  best  management  practices  for  tree  selection,  purchase,  installation 
and  care. 

Member  Habert  asked  to  identify  who  "The  City  of  San  Francisco"  is  as  noted  above.  Chair 
Sacamano  indicated  that  it  could  be  substituted  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  that 
follow-through  would  be  required  by  different  departments.  Member  Costello  stated  that 
Departments  could  provide  review  and  acceptance  of  standards,  tree  selection,  installation 
and  care. 

A  discussion  was  held  oh  encouraging  Mr.  Daniel  Sider,  the  Greening  Director,  to  participate 
in  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  in  order  to  coordinate  efforts  and  present  regular 
reports.  It  was  suggested  that  Mr.  Sider  be  invited  to  future  Planning  and  Policy  Committee 
meetings.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  advised  that  Mr.  Sider  would  be  making  a 
presentation  at  the  March  23,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  on  current  projects. 

Public  Comment.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  suggested  that  Mr.  Sider  be 
presented  the  Priority  List  at  the  March  23  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  and  that  the 
Council  should  ask  how  he  could  help  in  the  implementation  of  these  items.  Member 
Costello  suggested  asking  Mr.  Sider  for  his  priority  list. 

Chair  Sacamano  stated  that  the  tree  care  segment  of  this  action  item  has  been  completed 
through  adoption  of  the  Pruning  Standards.  It  was  recommended  that  Mr.  Sider  be 
consulted  on  amending  the  Planning  Code  on  land  uses  that  require  street  tree  planting  and 
minimum  planting  size  requirements  when  a  building  permit  is  submitted  that  would  address 
the  tree  selection  and  installation  section  of  this  item.  Chair  Sacamao  offered  to  survey 
DPW's  landscape  architecture  group  as  to  their  specifications  for  planting  material. 

Public  Comment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Member  Blair  asked  to  include  a  requirement  of 
adding  a  certain  percentage  of  large  mature  trees  to  large  developments.  It  was 
recommended  that  using  structural  soil  be  required  during  installation.  Chair  Sacamano  and 
Member  Costello  discussed  major  problems  with  using  structural  soil. 

Priority  2:  Action  Item  5.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  allocate  and  secure 
funding  for  tree  planting  and  maintenance  from  public  and  private  sources  including 
partnerships. 

Chair  Sacamano  stated  that  funding  for  tree  planting  is  happening  through  the  Mayor's 
Greening  Initiative  but  maintenance  is  not  being  addressed  adequately  all  the  way  from  City 
agencies  having  the  resources  to  what  is  happening  to  privately  maintained  trees  and  Port 
tree  care  on  private  trees. 

Committee  members  recommended  forwarding  this  item  directly  to  the  Funding  Committee. 

Priority  3:  Action  Item  6.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  establish  one  or  more 
goals  for  the  urban  forest  and  monitor  the  results  periodically. 

Goal  is  to  try  to  increase  canopy  cover  from  the  current  12%  to  15%  by  2010  and  an 
assessment  will  be  made  using  the  UFORE  analysis. 


Member  Costello  stated  that  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Greening  is  working  on  a  greater  canopy 
cover  throughout  the  city  by  planting,  but  not  so  much  by  maintenance.  It  was  stated  that 
this  item  could  not  be  done  independently  of  another  entity.  Member  Costello 
recommended  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  coordinate  with  other  groups  such  as  the 
Mayor's  Office  and  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  to  identify  a  goal  that  can  be  monitored 
relative  to  canopy  cover  throughout  the  City.  Chair  Sacamano  advised  that  the  one  goal 
that  is  being  monitored  is  the  Mayor's  Office  goal  of  planting  5,000  trees  a  year. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Blair  recommended  monitoring  the  number  of  trees  that  are  being 
planted  and  taken  out. 

Priority  4:  Action  Item  2.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  protect  existing  trees  from 
and  during  development. 

Action  has  been  taken  on  this  item: 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  has  enacted  the  Tree  Protection  Ordinance  that  enables  the 
Planning  Department  to  set  forth  a  requirement  that  private  property  trees  be  disclosed  as 
part  of  the  building  permit  application  process. 

Priority  5:  Action  Item  8.  Elected  and  community  leaders  in  San  Francisco  should 
implement  tree  planting  programs  targeting  underserved  neighborhoods  in  order  to 
achieve  more  environmental  equity  and  accessibility. 

Tree  planting  programs  are  currently  being  implemented  as  part  of  the  Mayor's  Office 
Greening  Initiative,  through  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  Friends  of  the  Urban 
Forest. 

Chair  Sacamano  advised  that  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  as  part  of  the  Mayor's 
Greening  Initiative,  is  planting  in  the  Bayview  and  the  Mission  Districts  and  discussed  the 
resistance  from  property  owners  and  residents  in  the  Mission  District  because  of  the  crime 
potential.  Chair  Sacamano  recommended  that  the  Council  provide  community  outreach 
education  about  tree  planting  programs  through  community  meetings  or  other  methods. 

Public  Comment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  already  scheduled 
community  meetings  include  an  urban  forestry  component.  Chair  Sacamano  discussed  the 
possibility  of  an  Urban  Forestry  Council  Outreach  Committee.  It  was  stated  that  funding 
would  be  required  for  this  type  of  effort  and  could  be  discussed  further  at  the  Funding 
Committee. 

Priority  6:  Action  Item  3.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  establish  a  goal  of  no  net 
loss  of  trees  on  public  and  private  property. 

Committee  Members  stated  that  City  policy  should  be  established  for  this  item.  Urban 
Forestry  Specialist  Ma  stated  that  no  net  loss  would  require  a  definition.  Member  Costello 
stated  that  you  would  not  have  a  net  loss  if  you  are  increasing  canopy  cover. 

Public  Comment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  recommended  consulting  with  Mr. 
Daniel  Sider  on  how  to  approach  this  item,  whether  to  create  a  Resolution  to  forward  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  or  another  alternative. 

Priority  7:  Action  Item  4.  City  of  San  Francisco  departments  should  institute  a 
comprehensive  reforestation  program  in  City  parks  and  public  institutions. 
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Member  Costello  and  Chair  Sacamano  recommended  identifying  which  institutions  this  item 
would  apply  to.  Chair  Sacamano  stated  that  his  interpretation  would  be  that  this  item  would 
apply  to  parks  and  park  like  grounds.  It  was  recommended  that  an  inquiry  letter  be  sent  to 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  to 
describe  their  reforestation  program  and  to  larger  educational  campuses  and  hospitals 
asking  them  to  describe  their  planting  program  and  policy.  Chair  Sacamano  suggested 
contacting  the  Planning  Department  or  the  Director  of  Greening  to  find  out  what  the  land  use 
classifications  are  that  would  apply  to  this  item. 

Priority  8:  Action  Item  9.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  engage  the  SF  Unified 
School  District,  Parent  Teacher  Associations  and  community  groups  to  develop  tree 
planting  and  care  programs. 

Chair  Sacamano  stated  that  this  item  is  a  funding  issue  for  the  School  District  as  they  do  not 
have  available  staff.  It  was  recommended  that  a  letter  be  sent  to  a  School  District 
representative  or  an  organization  associated  with  the  School  District,  e.g.  the  Green 
Schoolyard  Alliance  asking  them  what  they  are  doing  and  to  invite  them  to  attend  a  Planning 
and  Policy  Committee  meeting  to  discuss  this  item.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  Ma  reported 
that  she  had  heard  that  a  lot  of  the  schools  are  receiving  funding  to  relandscape  through  a 
bond  measure  that  was  passed  in  San  Francisco,  and  that  the  Council  could  advise  them  on 
what  trees  would  be  appropriate. 

Public  Comment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  tree  planting  and 
care  programs  could  be  a  part  of  the  School  District's  gardening  program. 

Priority  9:  Action  Item  7.  The  City  of  San  Francisco  should  update  the  list  of 
recommended  trees. 

Action  has  been  taken  on  this  item  through  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  development  and 
adoption  of  San  Francisco's  Recommended  Street  Tree  List.  Next  steps  would  be  to  forward 
the  Street  Tree  List  to  the  Funding  Committee  for  development  of  outreach  material  and 
discussion  of  how  to  coordinate  the  dissemination  of  information. 

July  18,  2007  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  Meeting  Excerpt  on  Priority  Action  Steps 

Funding  Committee  Member  Milne  discussed  the  Funding  Committee's  discussions  on  priority  action 
steps  that  were  recommended  by  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee.  One  of  the  action  steps 
included  publicizing  the  tree  species  list  through  brochures  and  handouts,  but  a  funding  source  had 
not  been  identified.  Other  priorities  included  identifying  a  funding  source  for  tree  maintenance,  which 
there  should  be  a  City  initiative  for,  as  it  would  require  the  Supervisors  or  Mayor  to  make  this  work. 
Chair  Milne  stated  that  he  felt  that  there  was  not  much  the  Council  could  do  and  recommended  that 
this  agenda  item  be  filed,  as  the  issues  are  insolvable  in  Committee  meetings.  Chair  Short  stated  that 
the  Council  should  continue  to  raise  flags  and  initiate  resolutions  to  get  the  ear  of  Supervisors.  Chair 
Short  reported  that  the  Mayor  was  discussing  tree  maintenance  at  Arbor  Day.  Chair  Milne  suggested 
that  the  Council  try  to  get  more  publicity  surrounding  these  issues. 


FDLE  WO.  R~2008=02-UPG  RESOLUTION  NO. 

February  26,  2008 


1  [Recommending  support  and  creation  for  three  pilot  permeable  landscaping  projects  involving 

2  landmark  and/or  significant  trees 
3 

4  Resolution  recommending  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  conjunction  with  other 

5  city  agencies  and  community  groups  or  individuals  design  and  install  three  permeable 

6  landscaping  and  public  open-space  gardens  located  on  public  rights-of-way  that 

7  incorporate  Landmark  and/or  "significant"  trees  in  2008. 

8 

9  WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  gardens  provide  better  conditions  for  trees,  allowing  for  longer 

10  lives,  more  vibrant  canopies  and  optimal  size  and  stature;  and, 

1 1  WHEREAS,  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Gardens  transform  a  small  sidewalk  cutout  for  trees 

12  into  enlarged  space  for  roots  resulting  in  infrastructure  savings  on  sidewalk  replacement;  and, 

13  WHEREAS,  Many  of  San  Francisco's  significant  or  Landmark  Trees  do  not  have 

14  adequate  permeable  space;  and, 

15  WHEREAS,  Permeable  landscaping  has  numerous  environmental  benefits  including 

16  s.tormwater  management,  air  filtration  and  wildlife  habitat;  and, 

17  WHEREAS,  Creating  sidewalk  gardens  is  a  meaningful  way  to  increase  community 

18  participation  and  stewardship;  and, 

19  WHEREAS,  The  presence  of  beautiful  public  space  encourages  people  to  walk,  spend 

20  time  outdoors,  and  interact;  and, 

21  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  can  demonstrate  to  the  community  and  City 

22  agencies  best  practices  for  implementing  three  pilot  SPPG's  with  best  growing  conditions  for 

23  street  trees;  and 

24  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  select  three  diverse  sites,  three  different 

25  design  models,  three  varying  site  conditions  and  three  communities  in  which  to  implement  the 
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1  projects  that  promote  improved  arboriculture  and  urban  forest  conditions  and  community- 

2  based  permeable  landscaping  and  public  open-space  gardens  located  on  public  rights-of-way 

3  throughout  San  Francisco. 

4 

5  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  at  the  Urban  Forest  Council's  Meeting  on 

6  February  26,  2008. 
7 


8  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
9 

10  VOTE: 

1 1  Ayes: 

12  Noes: 

1 3  Absent: 
14 

15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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Design  &  Implementation  Tasks  -  Jocelyn  Cohen 

for  Urban  Forestry  Council,  Planing  Committee  -  January  2008 

Ongoing  and  in  progress 

•  Plant  the  seed  for  a  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  Movement. 

•  Make  visual  presentation  to  various  stakeholders,  organizations  and 
professional  conferences. 

•  Network  and  build  a  core  group  of  supporters  and  alliances. 

•  Work  with  City  Department's  to  create  policy  in  support  of  public  gardens  in 
public  rights-of-way. 

Current  tasks  for  successful  pilot  sites 
•Fine  tune  time  line  with  specific  target  dates  and  goals. 

1.  March  30,  2008  signed  agreements  with  adjoining  property  owners. 

2.  June  15,  2008  all  collaborations  in  place. 

3.  June  30,  2008  installation  begins. 

4.  Compile  notes  and  documentation  for  "Guidelines"  flyer  /  brochure  available  online 
August  1,  2008 

•  Commit  to  three  sites  with  both  Landmark  or  "significant  trees"  and  willing 
participants. 

Each  SPPG  can  be  unique,  drawing  from  the  culture  and  aesthetics  of  its 
caretakers,  can  be  one  street  address  or  a  whole  block. 

•  Involve  communities  directly  affected  with  each  SPPG  creation. 

•  Create  site  analysis  of  proposed  SPPGs  establishing  a  base  map,  site 
conditions  and  existing  plant  inventory. 

•Write  specifications,  including  budget,  collaborations  &  implementation. 

1.  Simple  Design  &  Plant  Plan  for  each  site,  assistance  from  APLD. 

2.  Contractor  notes  for  demolition 

3.  Secure  donations  of  plants  from  local  nurseries. 

4.  Collaboration  with  concrete  contractors  or  DPW  to  remove  concrete,  design  to  reuse  as 
much  of  concrete  on  site  as  possible. 

5.  Collaborate  with  local  arborist/tree  workers  to  prune  large  trees  if  needed. 

6.  Collaborate  with  Merritt  College  Pruning  Club  to  prune  smaller  trees  under  20'. 

7.  Have  media  lined  up  to  cover  the  transformation,  Ron  Sullivan  and  Joe  Eaten  from  "The 
Chronicle." 

•  Use  appropriate  resources  to  implement. 

•Produce  simple  guidelines  giving  instructions  for  ongoing  care  of  tree(s)  and 
plants. 

•Document  process  and  create  simple  brochure  outlines  guidelines  for 
participating  in  the  SPPG  Program. 


Example  of  Specifications  for  SPPG  installation 
Line  itemize  so  we  have  a  unit  cost  for  each  task 

1.  Remove  concrete  and  take  to  recycle 

2.  Remove  concrete  and  re-use  to  build  small  dry  stack  wall /border  around  garden 

3.  Amend  soil  and  preparation  as  necessary  in  new  planting  areas 

4.  Unit  Cost  to  plant  1  gallon  plant 

5.  Unit  Cost  to  plant  5  gallon  plant 
Example  of  Specifications  for  installation 

6.  Do  not  rototill  soil  as  we  want  little  disturbance  to  tree  roots,  amend  soil  as  necessary  to 
bring  to  grade  mixing  with  native  soil 

7.  Preservation  requirements  for  existing  tree(s)  as  needed 

8.  Mulch  entire  area  with  3"  of  mulch,  fir  bark  or  Forest  Floor 

9.  New  plants  to  be  placed  in  field  by  designer 
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the  City  and  making  the  sewer  system  responsive  to  the  native  hydrology  of  this  peninsula.  It  was 
stated  that  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency  does  a  lot  of  work  in  the  southeast 
quadrant  of  the  City,  which  could  possibly  be  another  source  of  funding.  Member  Habert  also 
recommended  identifying  important  corridors  that  contain  landmark  trees  or  groups  of  potential 
landmark  trees  that  tell  stories  about  the  City  and  its  history.  Member  Sherk  discussed  the 
concept  of  creating  a  narrative  walk  as  it  relates  to  framing  watersheds  and  indicated  she  would 
be  bringing  the  Islais  Creek  opportunity  to  the  Council. 

Public  Comment:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  was  impressed  with 
Council  Member  Cohen's  excellent  work  on  this  project  and  answers  to  questions  from  novices.  It 
was  stated  that  streets  and  sidewalks  make  up  about  25%  of  our  City  and  commended  the  idea  of 
working  with  a  community  group.  Council  Member  Blair  suggested  inquiring  about  funding  for 
these  projects  from  the  Planning  Department's  Better  Streets  Plan  effort.  Council  Member  Cohen 
stated  that  (1)  the  Association  of  Landscape  Designers  would  be  interested  in  doing  prototype 
designs  that  property  owners  could  use;  (2)  other  City  entities  through  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
may  want  to  donate  things  or  be  involved  in  work  they  are  already  currently  doing,  such  as  taking 
out  concrete,  etc;  and  (3)  arborists  may  want  to  be  involved  in  pruning  big  trees  or  pruning  clubs 
could  be  involved  in  pruning  smaller  trees. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Milne  and  second  by  Member  Habert,  Resolution  File  No.  2008- 
02-UFC  was  approved  for  recommendation  to  the  Council  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair 
Short,  Members  Habert,  Milne  and  Sherk)  (Absent:  Members  Marks,  Miller  and  Quirke). 

4.  Review  of  Council  Bylaws,  Environmental  Code  Chapter  12,  and  Listing  of  other  City 
Advisory  Councils.  How  to  strengthen  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  role  after  review  of 
documents  and  through  consultation  with  other  City  Advisory  Councils  (Discussion).  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws 

(Word)http://v^.sfenvironment.orq/downloads/librarv/bvlavvsadoDteclon082807.doc  and  Environment  Code  Chapter  12 
(Word)  http://www.sfenvironment.org/downloads/iibrarv/uf1uforidinance.doc  (Continued  from  the  December  20,  2007 

Meeting.) 

Continued  to  the  February  21 ,  2008  meeting. 

5.  Role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Environmental  Assistant.  Discussion  of  the 
Committee's  vision  for  the  role  for  the  Environmental  Assistant  and  recommendations  to  the 
Department  of  the  Environment  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Continued  from  the  December  20,  2007 
Meeting). 

\  Upon  Motion  by  Chair  Short  and  second  by  Member  Milne,  the  following  recommendations 
\   were  made  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Environmental  Assistant  role  to  forward  to  the 

full  Council  at  their  February  meeting  for  approval  (AYES:  Chair  Short,  Members  Habert, 
I   Milne  and  Sherk)  (Absent:  Members  Marks,  Miller  and  Quirke). 

•    Hold  regular  meetings  with  Supervisors  aides  and  the  Mayors  Office  of  Greening  to 
keep  them  apprised  of  Council  activities.  It  was  suggested  that  as  much  as  possible, 
information  should  be  relevant  to  the  Supervisor's  District. 


3S 
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•  Make  sure  that  the  Council  receives  neighborhood  plans  and  regular  presentations 
from  the  Planning  Department  and  other  City  agencies  as  well  as  staying  current  on 
all  activities  so  the  Council  has  an  opportunity  to  provide  feedback. 

•  Schedule  a  discussion  with  the  Council  on  how  regular  work  requests  should  be 
handled— either  through  the  Chair  or  a  form  reviewed  by  the  Chair.  Schedule  a 
regular  meeting  between  the  Chair  and  Assistant  on  work  requests  after  the  monthly 
Council  meeting. 

Coordinator  Hui  suggested  telephone  or  email  communication  relaying  a  monthly  status  report  of 
activities  as  an  alternative  to  monthly  meetings.  It  was  stated  that  If  there  were  something  specific 
to  be  discussed  or  worked  on,  that  would  be  the  time  to  schedule  a  meeting.  Members  discussed 
the  importance  of  a  staff  relationship  with  Supervisor's  Aides  and  the  Greening  Director. . 
Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  there  are  not  always  concrete  outcomes  at  meetings  so  monthly 
meetings  would  not  always  be  effective.  It  was  stated  that  an  invitation  would  be  extended  to  the 
new  Greening  Director  to  attend  the  landmark  tree  outreach  on  the  Octavia  Bush  Street  trees. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Eng  suggested  providing  individual  district  greening  updates  to  the  district 
Supervisor  and  selecting  a  different  district  to  work  on  from  month  to  month.  It  was  suggested 
that  the  Council  provide  Coordinator  Hui  issues  to  report  on.  Chair  Short  suggested  making  the 
Supervisor  aware  of  trees  that  are  nominated  in  their  district  if  they  are  not  the  one  making  the 
nomination.  Coordinator  Hui  indicated  that  she  has  compiled  a  list  of  Aides  and  their  emails  and 
would  send  all  landmark  tree  notices  to  each  Supervisor.  A  special  note  to  the  District  Supervisor 
where  the  tree  is  nominated  would  also  be  transmitted. 

Public  Comment:  Member  Blair  asked  how  the  Council  would  participate  in  the  content  of 
meetings  with  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Greening.  Committee  Member  Milne  stated 
that  a  report  would  be  given  on  Council  activities  from  the  month's  meeting  and  the  Council's 
interest  in  future  activities. 

Chair  Short  discussed  several  of  the  Council's  Work  Plan  recommendations  and  indicated  that  if 
the  items  were  approved,  it  would  be  part  of  the  Assistant's  work  plan. 

1 .  Working  to  raise  awareness  about  the  need  for  maintenance  of  trees,  both  those  that  are 
being  planted  and  those  that  exist. 

2.  Recommend  that  the  Board  nominate  a  certain  number  of  trees  for  landmark  status. 

3.  Recommendations  to  the  Board  on  requiring  certification  for  anyone  that  works  on  a  tree 
under  City  jurisdiction.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  would  consider 
recommendations  with  support  from  the  Assistant. 

4.  Create  a  City  Pine  pitch  canker  policy. 

Member  Sherk  suggested  that  the  Assistant  work  on  expanding  the  list  of  street  trees  and 
research  the  cultural  significance  of  certain  trees.  Coordinator  Hui  indicated  she  would  be 
involved  in  the  new  Urban  Forest  Plan  Request  for  Proposal  that  includes  a  proposed  scope  for 
identifying  recommended  species  for  different  locations. 

Public  Comment:  Council  Member  Cohen  suggested  quarterly  meetings  with  legislative  aides. 
Council  Member  Cohen  discussed  a  program  in  Los  Angeles  that  is  successful  in  urban  forest 
improvements  by  promoting  enthusiasm  from  each  district  through  competitiveness. 
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Public  Comment:  Ms.  Eng  suggested  a  better  coordination  process  for  work  requests  to 
Coordinator  Hui  through  a  list  of  priorities  and  the  work  plan.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Chair 
after  each  monthly  Council  meeting  relay  work  requests  to  the  Coordinator.  Chair  Short 
i  suggested  that  a  request  form  be  created  geared  towards  specific  projects. 

6.  Review  of  Street  Tree  List  adopted  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  2006  (Discussion  and 
Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Resolution  012-06-UFC  adopting  Street  Tree  List  and 
Recommended  Street  Tree  List  (PDF) 

httD://web1.sfaov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  planninq/supportinq/2Q07/Res012-06-UFCStreetT reeList.PDF) 

(Continued  from  the  December  20,  2007  Meeting). 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  it  is  a  requirement  that  the  Street  Tree  List  be  reviewed  and 
adopted  each  year.  Chair  Short  indicated  that  the  Council's  work  plan  would  expand  beyond 
street  trees  to  parks  and  backyards.  Member  Sherk  recommended  adding  explanatory  material 
on  the  cultural  significance  of  trees. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Milne  and  second  by  Chair  Short,  the  2006  Street  Tree  List  was 
approved  with  a  request  to  create  a  2008  Resolution  adopting  the  Street  Tree  List  adding  a 
clause  that  states  that  it  is  possible  to  make  amendments  throughout  the  year  (AYES: 
Chair  Short,  Members  Habert,  Milne  and  Sherk)  (Absent:  Members  Marks,  Miller  and 
Quirke). 

7.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Discussion)  Council  Secretary  Fish  reported  that  the 
Council  would  consider  amending  the  Bylaws  at  their  January  25  meeting  to  account  for  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  new  meeting  location  of  City  Hall,  Room  421,  and  meeting 
time  of  4:1 5  p.m.  -  5:45  p.m. 

8.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Committee's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this 
time. 

9.  Adjournment.  The  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  meeting  adjourned  at  5:46  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon 
request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.Fish@Sfqov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Approved: 


File  No.  R-2008-03-UFC 


Resolution  No. 
February  26,  2008 


1  [San  Francisco  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List] 

2  Resolution  adopting  the  San  Francisco  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List  for 

3  2008 


5  developed  to  improve  coordination  of  urban  forest  through  the  following  actions:  (1 )  to 

6  reconcile  the  recommended  street  tree  lists  of  the  two  major  tree  planting  organizations, 

7  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest;  (2)  to  increase  the 

8  diversity  of  the  urban  forest  by  considering  new  or  under  utilized  street  tree  species;  and 

9  (3)  to  serve  as  a  single  source  of  information  to  eventually  develop  materials  for  public 

10  education  regarding  street  tree  planting;  and 

11  WHEREAS,  The  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List  is  a  collaborative  effort 

12  between  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  and  the  Department 
n  of  Public  Works  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry  to  achieve  the  three  actions  listed  above;  and 

14  WHEREAS,  The  next  phase  will  be  to  continually  make  adjustments  to  the  Street 

15  Tree  Recommendations  List  based  on  performance  of  existing  species  listed  and 

16  evaluation  of  new  proposals  or  introductions  and  to  develop  a  reference  of  species 
n  characteristics  and  cultural  requirements  for  the  public;  and 

18  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Planning  and  Policy  Committee  at 

19  their  January  17,  2008  meeting  approved  the  2006  San  Francisco  Street  Tree 

20  Recommendations  List  for  adoption  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  calendar  year 

21  2008  with  the  provision  that  amendments  could  be  made  throughout  the  year;  now 

22  therefore,  be  it 

23  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  at  their  February  26,  2008  meeting 

24  reviewed  and  adopted  the  2006  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List  that  is  attached  to 

25  this  Resolution  with  the  provision  that  amendments  could  be  made  throughout  the  year. 

26  // 

27  // 
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WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Street  Tree  Recommendations  List  was 


y/ 


Urban  Forestry  Council 


Adopted  on  ' 


File  No.  R-2008-03-UFC 


Resolution  No. 
February  26,  2008 


1  I  hereby  certify  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  adopted  the  Street  Tree 

2  Recommendations  List  at  their  Regular  Meeting  on  February  26,  2008. 

3 

4   

5  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
6 

7  VOTE: 

8  Ayes: 

9  Noes: 
10  Absent: 


Urban  Forestry  Council 


Adopted  on ' 

Yob 


San  Francisco  Street  Tree  Species  List  -  a  collaboration 
with  SF  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry  and 

Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest 
On  behalf  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council  Planning  and 

Policy  Committee,  2006 

Disclaimer:  These  lists  contain  trees  that  can  work  as  sidewalk  trees  in  San  Francisco. 
Every  planting  site  has  unique  conditions.  A  lot  of  factors  go  into  choosing  a  tree.  This 
list  can  help  you  decide  but  should  not  be  used  without  the  help  of  a  tree  professional. 

List  A:  Species  that  perform  well  in  many  locations  in  San  Francisco 

Arbutus  x  'Marina'  

Callistemon  citrinus  

Callistemon  viminalis  

Cordyline  australis  

Eriobotrya  deflexa  

Gingko  biloba  'Autumn  Gold',  'Saratoga'  

Lagunaria  patersonii  

Lophostemon  confertus  (formerly  Tristania  conferta)  

Magnolia  grandiflora  'Sam  Sommers,'  'St.  Mary,'  'Majestic  Beauty,'  'Little  Gem'  

Melaleuca  linarifolia  

Melaleuca  quinquenervia  

Metrosideros  excelsus  

Olea  europaea   

Pittosporum  undulatum  

Platanus  x  acerifolia  'Bloodgood,'  'Yarwood,'  

Prunus  cerasifera  'Krauter  Vesuvius'  

Prunus  serrulata  'Kwanzan'  

Pyrus  calleryana  'Aristocrat'  or  'Chanticleer'  

Pyrus  kawakamii  

Trachycarpus  fortunei  

Tristaniopsis  lamina  

Tristaniopsis  laurina  'Elegant'  

Ulmus  parvifolia  

Washingtonia  robusta  


List  B:  Species  that  perform  well  in  certain  locations,  with  special  considerations,  as 
noted 


Acacia  baileyana  'Purpurea '  -  fast  growing,  high  maintenance  

Acer  buergeranum  -  prefers  heat,  wind  protection  

Acer  rubrum  -  prefers  heat,  wind  protection  

Aesculus  carnea  -  gets  windburn  easily  in  summer  even  in  protected  sites  

Celtis  sinensis  -  prefers  heat,  wind  protection,  uneven  performer  

Ceratonia  siliqua  -  needs  large  space,  good  drainage  

Corymbia  ficifolia  -  needs  lots  of  sidewalk  space  

Crataegus  phaenopyrum  -  subject  to  insect  pests,  has  thorns,  possibly  susceptible  to 

fireblight  

Crataegus  laevigata  -  needs  wind  protection  

Cupaniopsis  anacardioides  -  uneven  performer,  needs  heat,  wind  protection  

Eucalyptus  nicholii  -  needs  space,  fast  growing,  high  maintenance  

Eucalyptus  polyanthemos  -  needs  space,  fast  growing,  high  maintenance   

Geijera  parvifolia  -  prefers  heat,  wind  protection  

Gleditsia  triacanthos  'Shademaster'  -  fast  growing,  prefers  heat,  wind  protection  

Hymenosporum  flavum  -  uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind  protection,  gooddrainage, 

does  well  when  protected  from  wind  

Jacaranda  mimosifolia  -  uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind  protection,  good  drainage 

Koelreuteria  paniculata  -  uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind  protection  

Laurus  nobilis  'Saratoga'  -  uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind  protection,  gets  pests 
Leptospermum  laevigatum  -  roots  poorly,  needs  staking  for  many  years,  or  even 

permanent  metal  staking  

Liquidambar  styraciflua  -  needs  space  for  canopy  and  roots  

Liriodendron  tulipifera  -  uneven  performer,  gets  pests,  prefers  heat  and  wind  protection 

Lyonothamnus  floribundus  asplenifolius  -  prefers  heat,  wind  protection  

Magnolia  grandiflora  'Russet'  -  large  cultivar,  needs  space  

Maytenus  boaria  -  needs  space  for  roots,  produces  many  suckers  

Melaleuca  ericifolia  -  roots  poorly,  needs  staking  for  many  years  

Melaleuca  styphelioides  -  prickly  and  can  root  poorly  

Michelia  doltsopa  -  uneven  performer,  very  slow  grower,  prefers  heat  and  wind 

protection  

Phoenix  dactylifera  -  needs  space  due  to  height  and  width  

Phoenix  canadensis  -  needs  space  due  to  height  and  width  

Pistacia  chinensis  'Keith  Davey'  -  prefers  heat,  wind  protection  

Pittosporum  crassifolium  -  best  for  narrow  sidewalks  in  foggy  and  windy  areas.  Can  leak 

sap  from  trunk.  

Podocarpus  gracilior  -  gets  pests,  better  as  a  shrub   

Quercus  agrifolia  -  uneven  performer,  prefers  heat,  wind  protection,  good  drainage  

Quercus  suber  -  needs  space,  good  for  medians  

Rhus  lancea  

Syagrus  romanzoffianum  -  needs  heat,  wind  protection  

Tilia  cordata  -needs  space,  may  sucker.  


List  C:  Species  that  need  further  evaluation 


Acer  x  freemanii   

Brachychiton  populneum  -  prefers  heat,  wind  protection  

Carpinus  betulus  'Fastigiata'  

Chorisia  speciosa  -  prefers  heat,  wind  protection  

Corylus  colurna,  Turkish  hazel  

Elaeocarpus  decipiens  

Gingko  biloba  'Princeton  Sentry'  -  more  upright  form  

Magnolia  soulangeana  'Rustica  Rubra'  

Michelia  champaca  -  needs  wind  protection,  prefers  heat,  clay  soil  

Platanus  x  acerifolia  'Columbia'  

Pittosporum  rhombifolium  

Pittosporum  eugenioides  

Prunus  lyonii  

Prunus  ilicifolia  

Quercus  frainetto  'Forest  Green',  Italian  Oak  

Quercus  ilex  -  needs  wind  protection,  sidewalk  space,  gets  powdery  mildew 

Quercus  phellos  (Willow  oak)  

Schinus  molle  -  prefers  heat  

Sorbus  aucuparia  (or  other  species)  

Ulmus  parvifolia  x  carpinifolia  'Frontier'  

Ulmus  wilsoniana  'Prospector'  

Ulmus  japonica  x  wilsoniana  'Accolade'  

Zelkova  serrata  -  needs  space,  warmth  


yr 
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1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:34  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Milne;  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  Miller  (5:45), 
Rodgers  (5:46),  Sherk  (5:43)  and  Short.  Excused:  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Nervo,  and 
Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  December  14,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting 

(Discussion  and  Action).  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Hillan,  the 
December  14,  2007  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice- 
Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Griswold, 
Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of 

the  December  14,  2007  Regular  Meeting  (Word)  http://sfaov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=72866). 

3.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws  Amendment.  Draft  Resolution  File  2008-01 -UFC  to  amend  the 
Bylaws  to  change  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  meeting  time  and  location  (Discussion 
and  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Resolution  (Word) 

http://web1.sfaov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironrnent/meetinas/ufc/supportina/2008/File2008-01  -UFCAmendBylawsd  l.doc  and 
Notice  Of  Proposed  BylaWS  Amendment  http://sfaov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=73282). 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Short  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  Resolution  File  2008-01 -UFC  to 
amend  the  Council  Bylaws  to  change  the  meeting  location  of  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee 
meetings  to  Room  421,  City  Hall  and  time  of  meetings  to  4:15  p.m.  -  5:45  p.m.  was  approved 
without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert, 
Hillan,  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich) 
(Explanatory  documents:  Approved  Resolution  001-08-UFC  Bylaws  Amendment  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportina/2008/Res001-08-UFCAmendBylaws.doc  and 

Bylaws  Adopted  on  February  26,  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Bvlawsadoptedon022608.doc). 

4.  Outreach  Plan  for  Landmarking  of  Trees.  Approval  of  Outreach  Letter  to  Members  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmark  Preservation  Advisory  Board,  and  Directors  of  any 
City  Agency  or  Department  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Outreach  Letter 
(Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/FinalDraftofOutreachLetterForLandmarkTree.doc) 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Outreach  Letter  was  approved 
with  amendments  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss, 
Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  Miller,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Marks, 
Nervo,  and  Sustarich).  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  letter  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/022608OutreachLtrApproved.doc) 
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5.  Amendments  to  Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code.  Ordinance  amending 
Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  to  make  clarifying  changes,  establish  hearing 
notice  provisions,  and  extend  the  term  of  temporary  designation  of  nominated  landmark  trees;  and 
making  environmental  findings — Introduced  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  December  1 1 ,  2007 
Meeting.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Ordinance  File  No.  071672 

(PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/File071672PublicW 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Chair  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  and  Member  Cohen  discussed  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Resolution  that  (1) 
supported  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  proposed  amendments  to  Section  810  and  (2)  recommended 
an  additional  amendment  (Explanatory  Document  (PDF) 

http://www.sfenvironment.orq/downloads/librarv/camendmentslandmarktreeord.pdf).  Chair  Milne  diSCUSSed  the  Council's 

concern  about  the  original  legislation  that  had  since  been  revised  to  change  the  landmark  tree 
notification  requirements  from  a  300-foot  radius  to  adjacent  property  owners  and  to  provide  for 
additional  days  for  temporary  landmark  tree  protection  from  180  to  215  days.  Chair  Milne  indicated 
that  (1)  as  soon  as  information  is  provided  as  to  when  the  legislation  would  be  heard  before  a  Board 
of  Supervisors  Committee,  he  would  make  sure  that  a  Council  Member  would  be  present  at  the 
meeting  and  (2)  would  notify  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  members  of  amendments. 

6.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  2008 
Work  Plan  recommendations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action).  (Explanatory  Documents: 
December  20,  2007  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  Meeting  Minutes  Discussion 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=7302o:  Background  Documents:  Urban  Forestry  Council's 
Suggestions  for  the  Work  Plan  from  the  September  28,  2007  Meeting  Minutes — Item  4  (HTML) 
http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=69i 71 .  and  Planning  and  Funding  Committees'  Priority  Action 
Steps  Discussions  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  planning/supporting/2007/PrioritvActionStepsDiscussion.doc) 

Chair  Short  reported  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  prepared  2008  Work  Plan 
recommendations  for  the  Council  to  consider  (see  explanatory  documents  above).  Member  Short 
recommended  deleting  the  work  plan  item  on  recommending  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  that  fines 
be  imposed  when  trees  are  damaged  as  a  result  of  major  renovations  and  capital  improvement 
projects,  as  the  Planning  Department  will  be  handling  enforcement. 

Member  Cohen  expressed  her  concern  for  people  that  wreck  their  trees  during  construction  or  for 
other  reasons  and  then  request  to  have  them  removed.  Member  Short  reported  that  fines  would  be 
issued  for  damaged  trees  that  are  in  the  public  right-of-way  and  a  larger  replacement  tree  may  be 
required.  Removal  is  not  always  granted  even  if  the  tree  is  severely  damaged.  Member  Short 
indicated  that  it  usually  costs  the  property  owner  or  developer  a  fair  amount  if  they  damage  a  tree. 
It  was  reported  that  the  tree  disclosure  statements  should  be  provided  before  construction,  and 
contractors  may  not  get  final  permit  signoffs  on  their  projects  if  trees  are  damaged.  Member  Short 
discussed  the  importance  of  having  inspectors  at  the  site  to  assess  work  that  is  being  done. 
Member  Blair  recommended  that  contractors  provide  a  deposit  to  ensure  protection  of  trees,  and  if 
a  tree  is  damaged,  an  additional  fine  should  be  imposed.  Member  Boss  recommended  that  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  consider  legislation  to  enforce  significant  fines. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  reported  that  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  has  a  volunteer  who  is  creating  a 
matrix  of  all  urban  forestry  activities  with  a  list  of  responsible  agencies  and  contacts.  Member 
Habert  recommended  that  the  permeable  landscaping  and  public  open-space  gardens  pilot  projects 
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be  added  as  part  of  the  work  plan.  Member  Blair  requested  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  representative  present  issues  that  the  Council  may  want  to 
consider  before  they  are  implemented  and  passed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  e.g.,  the  artificial- 
turf  installations  on  public  playgrounds  that  would  require  removal  of  trees. 

The  Council  decided  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  would  work  on  creating  a  prioritized 
Work  Plan  for  2008  list  that  would  be  reviewed  for  accomplishments  and  status  updates  on  a 
quarterly  basis  from  the  attached  list  (Word) 

http://web1.  sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironm  ent/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Work%20P[an%202008.doc). 

7.  Permeable  Landscaping  and  Public  Open-Space  Gardens.  Resolution  recommending  that  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  in  conjunction  with  other  city  agencies  and  community  groups  or  individuals 
design  and  install  three  permeable  landscaping  and  public  open-space  gardens  located  on  public 
rights-of-way  that  incorporate  Landmark  and/or  "significant"  trees  in  2008.  (Discussion  and  Action) 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Resolution  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironm 

and  Design  and  Implementation  Tasks  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  planninq/supportino/2008/lmplementation%20tasksSPPGCohen.pdf 
) 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Member  Jocelyn  Cohen 

Member  Cohen  reported  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  had  considered  the  Draft 
Resolution  at  their  January  meeting  and  recommended  support.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  is 
working  on  a  book  promoting  the  notion  of  sidewalk  pocket  park  gardens  and  is  emphasizing  that 
the  gardens  are  there  to  protect  and  preserve  landmark  and  significant  street  trees.  It  was 
requested  that  the  Council  endorse  the  Resolution  in  order  to  gather  support  for  the  project  and  that 
the  Council  create  a  process  to  designate  a  few  potential  sites  and  carry  it  forth  towards 
implementation  so  that  it  could  become  the  model  for  sidewalk  pocket  park  gardens.  Member  Blair 
recommended  that  a  presentation  be  made  before  the  Coalition  of  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods  or 
other  organizations  in  order  to  gather  support. 

Chair  Milne  asked  whether  there  are  volunteer  groups  that  might  be  interested  in  co-sponsoring 
pilot  projects  along  with  the  Council.  Member  Cohen  (1)  suggested  that  the  Council  collaborate 
with  a  large  group  of  organizations,  City  agencies,  and  non-profits,  and  (2)  indicated  that  she  is 
collaborating  with  the  Association  of  Professional  Landscape  Designers  who  may  be  interested  in 
doing  prototype  designs  and  also  has  connections  with  nurseries  that  would  be  interested  in 
donating  under-story  plants.  Member  Miller  suggested  that  different  entities  (private  business,  City 
agency,  or  landscape  contractors)  could  be  stakeholders  that  would  like  to  have  their  name 
associated  with  a  project  in  order  to  promote  their  business. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  ideas  for  implementation  had  been  established.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she 
had  created  a  design  and  implementation  task  list,  and  suggested  that  the  Council  recommend 
potential  sites.  It  was  suggested  that  possible  sites  could  be  in  front  of  the  Bernal  Heights  Library 
with  the  two  trees  that  have  just  been  landmarked,  the  landmark  trees  on  Bush  and  Octavia,  or  a 
site  in  Alamo  Square.  Member  Boss  suggested  that  if  the  ash  trees  on  Cortland  were  to  be 
selected,  the  Cortland  Merchants  Association  may  take  on  the  maintenance  for  a  period  of  time. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  it  was  important  to  identify  a  budget  that  would  identify  donations,  costs, 
and  funding  sources  for  material  purchases,  equipment,  and  dump  fees,  etc.  Member  Short 
indicated  that  funding  may  not  be  an  issue  if  partnerships  were  formed  that  could  provide  pro  bono 
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or  in-kind  donations,  but  stated  that  implementation  has  to  be  accomplished  in  conjunction  with  a 
neighborhood  group,  non-profit,  or  somebody  that  will  be  an  implementing  agent  with  support  from 
others.  Member  Short  suggested  that  the  design  and  implementation  task  list  include  a  provision 
for  the  responsible  party  for  long-term  maintenance  and  how  it  would  be  organized.  It  was  stated 
that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  could  not  take  on  anymore  maintenance  tasks.  Chair  Milne 
and  Member  Blair  suggested  that  libraries,  schools,  and  religious  organizations  could  be  involved  in 
maintaining  the  sites  as  part  of  a  project.  Chair  Milne  suggested  adding  a  maintenance  plan  that 
would  include  responsibilities  to  the  design  and  implementation  tasks.  Member  Short  discussed  the 
permit  approval  process  and  guidelines  that  would  account  for  maintenance. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  recommended  that  as  a  first  step,  Member  Cohen  should  prepare  a  draft 
proposal  that  would  include  all  of  the  components  discussed;  e.g.,  budget,  identify  groups,  type  of 
media  outreach,  requested  donation  amounts.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  could  add  the  draft 
proposal  as  part  of  the  design  and  implementation  tasks  that  would  have  to  initially  happen.  Vice- 
Chair  Quirke  indicated  that  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  may  want  to  be  involved  and  suggested 
recruiting  the  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  who  had  piloted  similar  projects  for  additional  assistance. 
Member  Sherk  suggested  two  potential  sites  that  are  part  of  ongoing  programs  with  the  Living 
Library  and  could  involve  that  organization  for  ongoing  maintenance.  Member  Hillan  requested 
sketches  and  drawings  of  specific  locations  in  order  to  visualize  how  the  projects  would  look  like 
initially  and  over  time.  Member  Cohen  indicated  that  her  book  on  pocket  parks  includes  sketches  of 
three  design  models. 

Upon  Motion  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  Resolution  002-08-UFC 
recommending  support  and  creation  for  three  pilot  permeable  landscaping  projects  involving 
landmark  and/or  significant  trees  was  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair 
Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  Miller,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Short;  Absent: 
Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Nervo,  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  002-08-UFC 

(Word)  http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironrrient/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res002-08- 
UFCPilotLandscapinqProj.doc) 

8.  Role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Environmental  Assistant.  The  Council  will  discuss  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  recommendations  for  the  role  of  the  Environmental  Assistant 
and  make  recommendations  to  the  Department  of  the  Environment  (Discussion  and  Action) 
(Explanatory  Document:  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  January  17,  2008  Meeting 

Recommendations  from  the  Draft  Minutes,  Item  5  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=74397l 

Upon  Motion  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  Chair/Council  Member  Short  was  directed  to  write  a  letter  to  the  Department  of  the 
Environment's  Director,  Deputy  Director,  and  Environmental  Justice  Program  Manager  relaying  the 
Council's  recommendations  1  -  7  for  the  role  of  the  Environmental  Assistant.  The  following 
recommendations  were  approved  by  Council  Members: 

1.  Hold  regular  meetings  with  Supervisor's  Aides  and  the  Mayors  Office  of  Greening  to 
keep  them  apprised  of  Council  activities-information  should  be  relevant  to  the 
Supervisor's  District. 

2.  Make  sure  that  the  Council  receives  neighborhood  plans  and  regular  presentations  from 
the  Planning  Department  and  other  City  agencies  as  well  as  staying  current  on  all 
activities  so  the  Council  has  an  opportunity  to  provide  feedback. 
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3.  Schedule  a  discussion  with  the  Council  on  how  regular  work  requests  should  be 
handled — either  through  the  Chair  or  a  form  reviewed  by  the  Chair.  Schedule  a  regular 
meeting  between  the  Chair  and  Assistant  on  work  requests  after  the  monthly  Council 
meeting. 

4.  Raise  awareness  about  the  need  for  maintenance  of  trees,  both  those  that  are  being 
planted  and  those  that  exist. 

5.  Recommend  that  the  Board  nominate  a  certain  number  of  trees  for  landmark  status. 

6.  Provide  recommendations  to  the  Board  that  anyone  that  works  on  a  tree  under  City 
jurisdiction  hold  certification.  This  activity  would  be  worked  on  at  the  Committee  level 
with  support  from  the  Assistant. 

7.  Create  a  City  Pine  pitch  canker  policy. 

Member  Short  stated  in  addition,  that  whatever  work  plan  the  Council  adopts  would  have 
an  impact  on  the  Assistant's  work  plan.  Coordinator  Hui  agreed  that  the  work  plan 
recommendations  would  be  feasible  but  indicated  that  there  was  concern  for  holding  a 
monthly  meeting  if  the  Council  did  not  have  action  items  that  month  or  if  the  meeting  was 
cancelled.  Chair  Milne  indicated  that  the  recommendation  would  be  for  regular  meetings 
that  may  not  always  be  held  every  month  if  there  were  no  actions  or  discussions  to  report. 

9.  Review  and  Approval  of  the  Street  Tree  List  recommended  by  the  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  and  previously  adopted  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  2006  (Discussion  and 
Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Resolution  File  No.  2008-03-UFC  adopting  the 
Recommended  Street  Tree  List  for  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/ResFile2008-02-UFCStreetTreeL  and 

2006  Street  Tree  List  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/SF%20Street%20Tree%20Species%20list%20A%2 
0B%20C.doc). 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Habert,  the  2006  Recommended  Street 
Tree  List  was  readopted  for  Calendar  Year  2008  with  the  provision  that  the  Council  could  make 
amendments  through  an  agenda  item  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair, 
Boss,  Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  Miller,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Marks, 
Nervo,  and  Sustarich).  (Explanatory  Documents:  Approved  Resolution  003-08-UFC  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res003-08-UFCAdoptStreetTreeList.doc  and 

Approved  Recommended  Street  Tree  List  for  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/SF%20Street%20Tree%20Species°/o20list%20A%2 
0B%20C%202008.docl 

10.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  the  following  activities: 
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•  Budget:  the  budgeting  process  for  the  Department  of  the  Environment  and  the  City  is  in 
progress,  and  the  urban  forest  budget  has  been  submitted.  Responses  have  been  received 
from  all  departments  that  work  orders  had  been  requested  from. 

•  Calendar  of  Urban  Forest  Activities:  The  calendar  for  all  urban  forestry  related  activities  in 
the  City  has  been  incorporated  into  a  Department  of  the  Environment  calendar  that  can  be 
accessed  by  doing  a  "Google"  search  for  "SF  Environment."  Ms.  Hui  indicated  that  she 
would  email  the  calendar  address  to  all  Council  members. 

•  Landmark  Trees:  The  four  trees  that  were  recently  approved  by  the  Council  and  are 
highlighted  in  the  New  Bernal  Journal  newspaper  will  be  heard  on  Thursday,  February  28  at 
the  City  Operations  and  Neighborhood  Services  Committee  meeting  starting  at  1:00  p.m. 
Coordinator  Hui  would  be  presenting  a  report  on  the  Council's  findings  and  Chair  Milne 
would  be  attending. 

•  Outreach  Event:  On  Thursday,  February  28,  there  will  be  an  outreach  event  for  landmark 
trees  at  the  Mary  Ellen  Pleasant  trees  starting  at  1 1 :00  a.m.  at  the  corner  of  Bush  and 
Octavia,  1801  Bush  or  1661  Octavia.  Supervisors  Mirkarimi,  Maxwell,  Chair  Milne,  and  the 
Greening  Director  would  be  speaking  at  the  event. 

•  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan:  Interviews  have  been  completed  with  four  firms  that  applied  as 
project  leads,  and  a  selection  will  be  made  in  the  near  future.  It  may  be  a  couple  of  months 
before  the  contracts  are  finalized. 

•  Pruning  Guide:  Revisions  are  being  made,  but  will  not  be  ready  on  time  for  Arbor  Day. 
Member  Cohen  recommended  that  the  brochures  be  published  in  different  languages. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  has  had  discussions  about  publishing  the  brochures  in 
Spanish  and  Chinese,  but  it  is  a  budgeting  issue  at  this  time. 

•  Arbor  Day:  The  Department  of  the  Environment's  web  page  will  have  information  on  Arbor 
Day  events.  On  March  5th,  there  will  be  a  ceremonial  tree  planting  on  Webster  and  Grove 
with  the  Department  of  Public  Works;  on  March  6th,  a  planting  workshop  and  demonstration 
at  the  Bill  Graham  Auditorium;  on  March  8th,  actual  Arbor  Day,  there  will  be  an 
environmental  fair,  barbecue,  cherry  picker,  and  bucket  rides  at  the  African  American 
Cultural  Center.  There  will  also  be  tree  planting,  clean  up  work,  concrete  work,  and  work 
being  performed  at  a  few  schools.  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  will  be  working  at  Willie 
Brown  Academy  again  this  year.  Member  Short  reported  that  the  ceremonial  tree  planting 
on  March  5th  would  be  dedicated  to  Ruth  Osawa. 

11.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 

Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  March  20,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Planning  and  Funding  Committee  Chair  Short  stated  that  the  Committee  has  been  working  on  many 
of  the  items  discussed  at  the  Council's  meeting  and  would  be  prioritizing  the  Work  Plan  items  at  a 
future  meeting.  It  was  stated  that  at  the  February  meeting,  a  discussion  was  held  on  review  of  the 
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Bylaws  and  it  was  decided  that  a  quarterly  review/status  updates  of  tasks  and  responsibilities  would 
be  scheduled. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  March  1 1 ,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 

Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Boss  stated  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  had  worked  on 
the  outreach  letter  that  the  Council  approved  today.  It  was  stated  that  there  have  not  been  any  new 
trees  to  consider  for  landmark  status,  and  the  Committee  has  not  met  in  the  past  two  months. 

12.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and  Discussion). 

Chair  Milne  requested  that  all  Council  members  attend  the  landmark  tree  event  on  Thursday, 
February  28  at  11 :00  a.m.  It  was  announced  that  Supervisor  McGoldrick  has  introduced  legislation 
that  would  amend  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  Ordinance  to  change  the  membership  from  15  to  5 
members.  The  proposed  legislation  has  not  currently  been  scheduled  for  Committee  hearing  yet. 
Chair  Milne  recommended  that  members  visit  the  new  restaurant,  Epic  Roadhouse  and  Water  Bar 
on  Embarcadero  at  Folsom  in  front  of  the  Gap  World  Headquarters,  to  look  at  the  special  olive  tree 
that  has  been  planted  in  the  piazza. 

13.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

Member  Rodgers  asked  if  the  Council  should  create  a  Resolution  commenting  on  the  proposed 
legislation  to  change  the  Council's  membership  requirements.  Member  Rodgers  indicated  that  she 
spoke  with  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  legislative  aide,  Stephanie  Tucker,  who  recommended  that  if 
Council  members  felt  it  was  necessary,  they  could  stop  by  their  office  and  provide  comment.  Chair 
Milne  indicated  that  the  Council  would  be  discussing  the  legislation  at  their  March  meeting  and 
possibly  considering  a  Resolution  that  states  their  position.  Member  Sherk  recommended  that  the 
Council  address  the  deletion  of  agency  representation  as  part  of  the  proposed  legislation.  Member 
Blair  discussed  a  Recreation  and  Park  Department  project  called  "Marina  Greens"  that  would 
include  the  removal  of  four  eucalyptus  trees  to  create  a  multi-use  path. 

14.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  San  Francisco 
Tree  Council  urges  that  consideration  be  given  to  projects  such  as  the  "Marina  Greens"  that  calls 
for  trees  being  removed  and  not  replaced. 

15.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  7:40  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by 
each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below, 
telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fish(3>Sfgov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Respectfully  submitted  by, 
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Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
Approved: 


Page  8 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  REGULAR  MEETING 
APPROVED  MINUTES 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


f 

e  H  90 


Tuesday,  February  26,  2008,  5:30  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APR  I  7  2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
pUBLIC  LIBRARY 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:34  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Milne;  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  Miller  (5:45), 
Rodgers  (5:46),  Sherk  (5:43)  and  Short.  Excused:  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Nervo,  and 
Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  December  14,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting 

(Discussion  and  Action).  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Hillan,  the 
December  14,  2007  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice- 
Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Griswold, 
Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of 

the  December  14,  2007  Regular  Meeting  (Word)  http://sfqov.orq/site/sfenvironment  paoe.asp?id=72866). 

3.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Bylaws  Amendment.  Draft  Resolution  File  2008-01 -UFC  to  amend  the 
Bylaws  to  change  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  meeting  time  and  location  (Discussion 
and  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Resolution  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2Q08/File2008-01  -UFCAmendBvlawsfD.doc  and 
Notice  Of  Proposed  BylaWS  Amendment  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paoe.asp?id=73282). 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Short  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  Resolution  File  2008-01 -UFC  to 
amend  the  Council  Bylaws  to  change  the  meeting  location  of  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee 
meetings  to  Room  421,  City  Hall  and  time  of  meetings  to  4:15  p.m.  -  5:45  p.m.  was  approved 
without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert, 
Hillan,  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich) 
(Explanatory  documents:  Approved  Resolution  001-08-UFC  Bylaws  Amendment  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res001-08-UFCAmendBylaws.doc  and 

Bylaws  Adopted  on  February  26,  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Bvlawsadoptedon022608.doc). 

4.  Outreach  Plan  for  Landmarking  of  Trees.  Approval  of  Outreach  Letter  to  Members  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmark  Preservation  Advisory  Board,  and  Directors  of  any 
City  Agency  or  Department  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Outreach  Letter 
(Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmenVmeetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/FinalDraftofOutreachLetterForLandmarkTree.doc). 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Outreach  Letter  was  approved 
with  amendments  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss, 
Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  Miller,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Marks, 
Nervo,  and  Sustarich).  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  letter  (Word) 

http://web1.sfoov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/022608OutreachLtrApproved.doc) 
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5.  Amendments  to  Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code.  Ordinance  amending 
Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  to  make  clarifying  changes,  establish  hearing 
notice  provisions,  and  extend  the  term  of  temporary  designation  of  nominated  landmark  trees;  and 
making  environmental  findings — Introduced  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  December  11,  2007 
Meeting.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Ordinance  File  No.  071672 

(PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.Org/sits/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/m 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Chair  Terry  Milne 

Chair  Milne  and  Member  Cohen  discussed  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's. Resolution  that  (1) 
supported  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  proposed  amendments  to  Section  810  and  (2)  recommended 
an  additional  amendment  (Explanatory  Document  (PDF) 

http://wAAw.sfenvironment.org/downloads/librarv/camendmentslandmarktreeord.pdf).  Chair  Milne  diSCUSSed  the  Council's 

concern  about  the  original  legislation  that  had  since  been  revised  to  change  the  landmark  tree 
notification  requirements  from  a  300-foot  radius  to  adjacent  property  owners  and  to  provide  for 
additional  days  for  temporary  landmark  tree  protection  from  180  to  215  days.  Chair  Milne  indicated 
that  (1)  as  soon  as  information  is  provided  as  to  when  the  legislation  would  be  heard  before  a  Board 
of  Supervisors  Committee,  he  would  make  sure  that  a  Council  Member  would  be  present  at  the 
meeting  and  (2)  would  notify  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  members  of  amendments. 

6.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  2008 
Work  Plan  recommendations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action).  (Explanatory  Documents: 
December  20,  2007  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  Meeting  Minutes  Discussion 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=7302o:  Background  Documents:  Urban  Forestry  Council's 
Suggestions  for  the  Work  Plan  from  the  September  28,  2007  Meeting  Minutes — Item  4  (HTML) 
http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=69i7i .  and  Planning  and  Funding  Committees'  Priority  Action 
Steps  Discussions  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  planninq/supportinq/2007/PriorityActionStepsDiscussion.doc) 

Chair  Short  reported  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  prepared  2008  Work  Plan 
recommendations  for  the  Council  to  consider  (see  explanatory  documents  above).  Member  Short 
recommended  deleting  the  work  plan  item  on  recommending  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  that  fines 
be  imposed  when  trees  are  damaged  as  a  result  of  major  renovations  and  capital  improvement 
projects,  as  the  Planning  Department  will  be  handling  enforcement. 

Member  Cohen  expressed  her  concern  for  people  that  wreck  their  trees  during  construction  or  for 
other  reasons  and  then  request  to  have  them  removed.  Member  Short  reported  that  fines  would  be 
issued  for  damaged  trees  that  are  in  the  public  right-of-way  and  a  larger  replacement  tree  may  be 
required.  Removal  is  not  always  granted  even  if  the  tree  is  severely  damaged.  Member  Short 
indicated  that  it  usually  costs  the  property  owner  or  developer  a  fair  amount  if  they  damage  a  tree. 
It  was  reported  that  the  tree  disclosure  statements  should  be  provided  before  construction,  and 
contractors  may  not  get  final  permit  signoffs  on  their  projects  if  trees  are  damaged.  Member  Short 
discussed  the  importance  of  having  inspectors  at  the  site  to  assess  work  that  is  being  done. 
Member  Blair  recommended  that  contractors  provide  a  deposit  to  ensure  protection  of  trees,  and  if 
a  tree  is  damaged,  an  additional  fine  should  be  imposed.  Member  Boss  recommended  that  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  consider  legislation  to  enforce  significant  fines. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  reported  that  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  has  a  volunteer  who  is  creating  a 
matrix  of  all  urban  forestry  activities  with  a  list  of  responsible  agencies  and  contacts.  Member 
Habert  recommended  that  the  permeable  landscaping  and  public  open-space  gardens  pilot  projects 
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be  added  as  part  of  the  work  plan.  Member  Blair  requested  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  representative  present  issues  that  the  Council  may  want  to 
consider  before  they  are  implemented  and  passed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  e.g.,  the  artificial- 
turf  installations  on  public  playgrounds  that  would  require  removal  of  trees. 

The  Council  decided  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  would  work  on  creating  a  prioritized 
Work  Plan  for  2008  list  that  would  be  reviewed  for  accomplishments  and  status  updates  on  a 
quarterly  basis  from  the  attached  list  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Work%20Pla 

7.  Permeable  Landscaping  and  Public  Open-Space  Gardens.  Resolution  recommending  that  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  in  conjunction  with  other  city  agencies  and  community  groups  or  individuals 
design  and  install  three  permeable  landscaping  and  public  open-space  gardens  located  on  public 
rights-of-way  that  incorporate  Landmark  and/or  "significant"  trees  in  2008.  (Discussion  and  Action) 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Resolution  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/ResFile2008-02-UFCJocelvnResPilotProiects.doc 

and  Design  and  Implementation  Tasks  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  planning/supportinq/2008/lmplementation%20tasksSPPGCohen.pdf 
) 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Member  Jocelyn  Cohen 

Member  Cohen  reported  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  had  considered  the  Draft 
Resolution  at  their  January  meeting  and  recommended  support.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  is 
working  on  a  book  promoting  the  notion  of  sidewalk  pocket  park  gardens  and  is  emphasizing  that 
the  gardens  are  there  to  protect  and  preserve  landmark  and  significant  street  trees.  It  was 
requested  that  the  Council  endorse  the  Resolution  in  order  to  gather  support  for  the  project  and  that 
the  Council  create  a  process  to  designate  a  few  potential  sites  and  carry  it  forth  towards 
implementation  so  that  it  could  become  the  model  for  sidewalk  pocket  park  gardens.  Member  Blair 
recommended  that  a  presentation  be  made  before  the  Coalition  of  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods  or 
other  organizations  in  order  to  gather  support. 

Chair  Milne  asked  whether  there  are  volunteer  groups  that  might  be  interested  in  co-sponsoring 
pilot  projects  along  with  the  Council.  Member  Cohen  (1)  suggested  that  the  Council  collaborate 
with  a  large  group  of  organizations,  City  agencies,  and  non-profits,  and  (2)  indicated  that  she  is 
collaborating  with  the  Association  of  Professional  Landscape  Designers  who  may  be  interested  in 
doing  prototype  designs  and  also  has  connections  with  nurseries  that  would  be  interested  in 
donating  under-story  plants.  Member  Miller  suggested  that  different  entities  (private  business,  City 
agency,  or  landscape  contractors)  could  be  stakeholders  that  would  like  to  have  their  name 
associated  with  a  project  in  order  to  promote  their  business. 

Chair  Milne  asked  if  ideas  for  implementation  had  been  established.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she 
had  created  a  design  and  implementation  task  list,  and  suggested  that  the  Council  recommend 
potential  sites.  It  was  suggested  that  possible  sites  could  be  in  front  of  the  Bernal  Heights  Library 
with  the  two  trees  that  have  just  been  landmarked,  the  landmark  trees  on  Bush  and  Octavia,  or  a 
site  in  Alamo  Square.  Member  Boss  suggested  that  if  the  ash  trees  on  Cortland  were  to  be 
selected,  the  Cortland  Merchants  Association  may  take  on  the  maintenance  for  a  period  of  time. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  it  was  important  to  identify  a  budget  that  would  identify  donations,  costs, 
and  funding  sources  for  material  purchases,  equipment,  and  dump  fees,  etc.  Member  Short 
indicated  that  funding  may  not  be  an  issue  if  partnerships  were  formed  that  could  provide  pro  bono 
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or  in-kind  donations,  but  stated  that  implementation  has  to  be  accomplished  in  conjunction  with  a 
neighborhood  group,  non-profit,  or  somebody  that  will  be  an  implementing  agent  with  support  from 
others.  Member  Short  suggested  that  the  design  and  implementation  task  list  include  a  provision 
for  the  responsible  party  for  long-term  maintenance  and  how  it  would  be  organized.  It  was  stated 
that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  could  not  take  on  anymore  maintenance  tasks.  Chair  Milne 
and  Member  Blair  suggested  that  libraries,  schools,  and  religious  organizations  could  be  involved  in 
maintaining  the  sites  as  part  of  a  project.  Chair  Milne  suggested  adding  a  maintenance  plan  that 
would  include  responsibilities  to  the  design  and  implementation  tasks.  Member  Short  discussed  the 
permit  approval  process  and  guidelines  that  would  account  for  maintenance. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  recommended  that  as  a  first  step,  Member  Cohen  should  prepare  a  draft 
proposal  that  would  include  all  of  the  components  discussed;  e.g.,  budget,  identify  groups,  type  of 
media  outreach,  requested  donation  amounts.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  could  add  the  draft 
proposal  as  part  of  the  design  and  implementation  tasks  that  would  have  to  initially  happen.  Vice- 
Chair  Quirke  indicated  that  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  may  want  to  be  involved  and  suggested 
recruiting  the  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  who  had  piloted  similar  projects  for  additional  assistance. 
Member  Sherk  suggested  two  potential  sites  that  are  part  of  ongoing  programs  with  the  Living 
Library  and  could  involve  that  organization  for  ongoing  maintenance.  Member  Hillan  requested 
sketches  and  drawings  of  specific  locations  in  order  to  visualize  how  the  projects  would  look  like 
initially  and  over  time.  Member  Cohen  indicated  that  her  book  on  pocket  parks  includes  sketches  of 
three  design  models. 

Upon  Motion  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  Resolution  002-08-UFC 
recommending  support  and  creation  for  three  pilot  permeable  landscaping  projects  involving 
landmark  and/or  significant  trees  was  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair 
Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  Miller,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Short;  Absent: 
Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Nervo,  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Resolution  002-08-UFC 

(Word)  http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/rneetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res002-08- 
UFCPilotl_andscapinqProi.doc) 

8.  Role  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Environmental  Assistant.  The  Council  will  discuss  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  recommendations  for  the  role  of  the  Environmental  Assistant 
and  make  recommendations  to  the  Department  of  the  Environment  (Discussion  and  Action) 
(Explanatory  Document:  Planning  and  Funding  Committee's  January  17,  2008  Meeting 

Recommendations  from  the  Draft  Minutes,  Item  5  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=74397). 

Upon  Motion  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  Chair/Council  Member  Short  was  directed  to  write  a  letter  to  the  Department  of  the 
Environment's  Director,  Deputy  Director,  and  Environmental  Justice  Program  Manager  relaying  the 
Council's  recommendations  1  -  7  for  the  role  of  the  Environmental  Assistant.  The  following 
recommendations  were  approved  by  Council  Members: 

1.  Hold  regular  meetings  with  Supervisor's  Aides  and  the  Mayors  Office  of  Greening  to 
keep  them  apprised  of  Council  activities-information  should  be  relevant  to  the 
Supervisor's  District. 

2.  Make  sure  that  the  Council  receives  neighborhood  plans  and  regular  presentations  from 
the  Planning  Department  and  other  City  agencies  as  well  as  staying  current  on  all 
activities  so  the  Council  has  an  opportunity  to  provide  feedback. 
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3.  Schedule  a  discussion  with  the  Council  on  how  regular  work  requests  should  be 
handled — either  through  the  Chair  or  a  form  reviewed  by  the  Chair.  Schedule  a  regular 
meeting  between  the  Chair  and  Assistant  on  work  requests  after  the  monthly  Council 
meeting. 

4.  Raise  awareness  about  the  need  for  maintenance  of  trees,  both  those  that  are  being 
planted  and  those  that  exist. 

5.  Recommend  that  the  Board  nominate  a  certain  number  of  trees  for  landmark  status. 

6.  Provide  recommendations  to  the  Board  that  anyone  that  works  on  a  tree  under  City 
jurisdiction  hold  certification.  This  activity  would  be  worked  on  at  the  Committee  level 
with  support  from  the  Assistant. 

7.  Create  a  City  Pine  pitch  canker  policy. 

Member  Short  stated  in  addition,  that  whatever  work  plan  the  Council  adopts  would  have 
an  impact  on  the  Assistant's  work  plan.  Coordinator  Hui  agreed  that  the  work  plan 
recommendations  would  be  feasible  but  indicated  that  there  was  concern  for  holding  a 
monthly  meeting  if  the  Council  did  not  have  action  items  that  month  or  if  the  meeting  was 
cancelled.  Chair  Milne  indicated  that  the  recommendation  would  be  for  regular  meetings 
that  may  not  always  be  held  every  month  if  there  were  no  actions  or  discussions  to  report. 

9.  Review  and  Approval  of  the  Street  Tree  List  recommended  by  the  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  and  previously  adopted  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  in  2006  (Discussion  and 
Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Draft  Resolution  File  No.  2008-03-UFC  adopting  the 
Recommended  Street  Tree  List  for  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orci/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinq  and 

2006  Street  Tree  List  (Word) 

http://web1.sfaov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/SF%20Street%20Tree%20Species%20n 
0B%20C.doc'). 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Habert,  the  2006  Recommended  Street 
Tree  List  was  readopted  for  Calendar  Year  2008  with  the  provision  that  the  Council  could  make 
amendments  through  an  agenda  item  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair, 
Boss,  Cohen,  Habert,  Hillan,  Miller,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Marks, 
Nervo,  and  Sustarich).  (Explanatory  Documents:  Approved  Resolution  003-08-UFC  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res003-08-UFCAdoptStreetTreeList.doc  and 

Approved  Recommended  Street  Tree  List  for  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/SF%20Street%20Tree%20Species%20list%20A%2 
0B%20C%202008.docl 

10.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  the  following  activities: 
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•  Budget:  the  budgeting  process  for  the  Department  of  the  Environment  and  the  City  is  in 
progress,  and  the  urban  forest  budget  has  been  submitted.  Responses  have  been  received 
from  all  departments  that  work  orders  had  been  requested  from. 

•  Calendar  of  Urban  Forest  Activities:  The  calendar  for  all  urban  forestry  related  activities  in 
the  City  has  been  incorporated  into  a  Department  of  the  Environment  calendar  that  can  be 
accessed  by  doing  a  "Google"  search  for  "SF  Environment."  Ms.  Hui  indicated  that  she 
would  email  the  calendar  address  to  all  Council  members. 

•  Landmark  Trees:  The  four  trees  that  were  recently  approved  by  the  Council  and  are 
highlighted  in  the  New  Bernal  Journal  newspaper  will  be  heard  on  Thursday,  February  28  at 
the  City  Operations  and  Neighborhood  Services  Committee  meeting  starting  at  1:00  p.m. 
Coordinator  Hui  would  be  presenting  a  report  on  the  Council's  findings  and  Chair  Milne 
would  be  attending. 

•  Outreach  Event:  On  Thursday,  February  28,  there  will  be  an  outreach  event  for  landmark 
trees  at  the  Mary  Ellen  Pleasant  trees  starting  at  1 1 :00  a.m.  at  the  corner  of  Bush  and 
Octavia,  1801  Bush  or  1661  Octavia.  Supervisors  Mirkarimi,  Maxwell,  Chair  Milne,  and  the 
Greening  Director  would  be  speaking  at  the  event. 

•  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan:  Interviews  have  been  completed  with  four  firms  that  applied  as 
project  leads,  and  a  selection  will  be  made  in  the  near  future.  It  may  be  a  couple  of  months 
before  the  contracts  are  finalized. 

•  Pruning  Guide:  Revisions  are  being  made,  but  will  not  be  ready  on  time  for  Arbor  Day. 
Member  Cohen  recommended  that  the  brochures  be  published  in  different  languages. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  has  had  discussions  about  publishing  the  brochures  in 
Spanish  and  Chinese,  but  it  is  a  budgeting  issue  at  this  time. 

•  Arbor  Day:  The  Department  of  the  Environment's  web  page  will  have  information  on  Arbor 
Day  events.  On  March  5th,  there  will  be  a  ceremonial  tree  planting  on  Webster  and  Grove 
with  the  Department  of  Public  Works;  on  March  6th,  a  planting  workshop  and  demonstration 
at  the  Bill  Graham  Auditorium;  on  March  8th,  actual  Arbor  Day,  there  will  be  an 
environmental  fair,  barbecue,  cherry  picker,  and  bucket  rides  at  the  African  American 
Cultural  Center.  There  will  also  be  tree  planting,  clean  up  work,  concrete  work,  and  work 
being  performed  at  a  few  schools.  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest  will  be  working  at  Willie 
Brown  Academy  again  this  year.  Member  Short  reported  that  the  ceremonial  tree  planting 
on  March  5th  would  be  dedicated  to  Ruth  Osawa. 

11.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 

Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  March  20,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Planning  and  Funding  Committee  Chair  Short  stated  that  the  Committee  has  been  working  on  many 
of  the  items  discussed  at  the  Council's  meeting  and  would  be  prioritizing  the  Work  Plan  items  at  a 
future  meeting.  It  was  stated  that  at  the  February  meeting,  a  discussion  was  held  on  review  of  the 
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Bylaws  and  it  was  decided  that  a  quarterly  review/status  updates  of  tasks  and  responsibilities  would 
be  scheduled. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  March  1 1 ,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 

Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Boss  stated  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  had  worked  on 
the  outreach  letter  that  the  Council  approved  today.  It  was  stated  that  there  have  not  been  any  new 
trees  to  consider  for  landmark  status,  and  the  Committee  has  not  met  in  the  past  two  months. 

12.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and  Discussion). 

Chair  Milne  requested  that  all  Council  members  attend  the  landmark  tree  event  on  Thursday, 
February  28  at  1 1:00  a.m.  It  was  announced  that  Supervisor  McGoldrick  has  introduced  legislation 
that  would  amend  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  Ordinance  to  change  the  membership  from  15  to  5 
members.  The  proposed  legislation  has  not  currently  been  scheduled  for  Committee  hearing  yet. 
Chair  Milne  recommended  that  members  visit  the  new  restaurant,  Epic  Roadhouse  and  Water  Bar 
on  Embarcadero  at  Folsom  in  front  of  the  Gap  World  Headquarters,  to  look  at  the  special  olive  tree 
that  has  been  planted  in  the  piazza. 

13.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

Member  Rodgers  asked  if  the  Council  should  create  a  Resolution  commenting  on  the  proposed 
legislation  to  change  the  Council's  membership  requirements.  Member  Rodgers  indicated  that  she 
spoke  with  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  legislative  aide,  Stephanie  Tucker,  who  recommended  that  if 
Council  members  felt  it  was  necessary,  they  could  stop  by  their  office  and  provide  comment.  Chair 
Milne  indicated  that  the  Council  would  be  discussing  the  legislation  at  their  March  meeting  and 
possibly  considering  a  Resolution  that  states  their  position.  Member  Sherk  recommended  that  the 
Council  address  the  deletion  of  agency  representation  as  part  of  the  proposed  legislation.  Member 
Blair  discussed  a  Recreation  and  Park  Department  project  called  "Marina  Greens"  that  would 
include  the  removal  of  four  eucalyptus  trees  to  create  a  multi-use  path. 

14.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  San  Francisco 
Tree  Council  urges  that  consideration  be  given  to  projects  such  as  the  "Marina  Greens"  that  calls 
for  trees  being  removed  and  not  replaced. 

15.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  7:40  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by 
each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below, 

telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish(a>Sfqov.orq.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Page  7 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
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SPECIAL  EVENT  NOTICE 
Supervisors  celebrate  landmark  trees  planted  by  California's 
"Mother  of  Civil  Rights"  in  observation  of  Black  History  Month 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  would  like  to  extend  an  invitation  to  the 
public  to  attend  a  press  event  to  celebrate  landmark  trees  planted  by 
California's  "Mother  of  Civil  Rights"  in  observation  of  Black  History 
Month.  The  event  will  be  held  on  Thursday,  February  28,  2008  at 
11:00  a.m.  in  front  of  the  Mature  blue  gum  (Eucalyptus  globulus) 
landmark  trees  located  at  1801  Bush  Street.  For  additional 
information,  please  contact  the  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator  Mei  Ling 
Hui  at  (41 5)  355-3731. 

Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  1  California,  2  Clement,  3 
Jackson,  4  Sutter,  47  Van  Ness,  and  49  Van  Ness/Mission. 


Thursday,  February  28,  2008  at  11:00  a.m. 
1801  BUSH  STREET 
San  Francisco,  CA 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  February  26,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  February  26,  2008  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.ora/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=76661 )  (DiSCUSSion  and  Action). 

3.  Nomination  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Officers  (Chair  and  Vice-Chair).  Elections  for  officers 
shall  be  conducted  at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  in  April  of  each  year.  At  the  Council  meeting  held 
in  March  of  each  year,  any  Council  member  interested  in  running  for  office  shall  state  publicly  his 
or  her  interest  and  willingness  to  run  for  a  specific  office.  Such  Council  members,  and  any  other 
Council  members  nominated  at  the  March  meeting,  shall  be  candidates  for  office  (Discussion  and 
Action). 

4.  Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  amending  Section  1202  to 
reconstitute  the  membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  five  members.  Discussion  and 
recommendations  on  proposed  Board  of  Supervisors  legislation  on  changing  the  composition  of  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Board  of  Supervisors 
Ordinance  File  080233  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfaov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/MembershipLeqislation.PDF  and  Urban 

Forestry  Council  Draft  Resolution  File  2008-05-UFC  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/ResFile2008-05-UFCIv1embership.doc). 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

5.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Prioritized  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee's  2008  recommendations  for  prioritizing  Work  Plan  items  (Discussion  and  Possible 
Action).  (Explanatory  Document:  (Explanatory  Document:  Prioritized  Work  Plan  Items  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/CouncilWorkPlan032808IVItq.doc). 

6.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 
relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities.  (Informational  Report 
and  Discussion) 

7.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 

Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  April  17,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  April  8,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

8.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion). 

9.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

10.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

11.  Adjournment 


Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction 
of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of 
the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated 
that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the 
meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda. 
This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the 
Council  is  limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center 
Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and 
#71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic 
Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent 
to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue 
adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the 
use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please 
contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if 
possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or 
related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (41 5)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional 
information. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights 
under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank 
Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102- 
4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
www.sfaov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report 
lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 
www.sfgov.org/ethics. 


Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or 
use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request 
to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  41 5-355-3709  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org 
within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 
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FILE  NO.  080233 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Urban  Forestry  Council  -  Membership.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  amending  Section  1202 
to  reconstitute  the  membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  five  members. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman: 

deletions  are  strilccthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  1202,  to  read  as  follows: 

SECTION  1202.  COUNCIL  COMPOSITION  AND  ADMINISTRATION. 

(a)  Council  members  will  represent  the  full  range  of  urban  forest  stakeholders 
including  city-agencies,  non-  profit  organizations,  tree  management  organizations,  and  the  - 
community  members.  The  Council  shall  be  composed  of  five  fifteen  (^5)  voting  members  as 
follows: 

(1)  Five  (5)  municipal  agencies  with  representatives  from: 

(a)  Director  of  the  Department  of Public  Worlzs; 

(b)  — General  Manager  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department; 

(c)  Director  of  the  Planning  Department; 

(d)  Director  of  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency;  and 
(c)  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 
(57)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  appoint  four  eight  {$4)  members: 

(Aft)  One  (1)  member  from  an  educational  organization  involved  with  tree 
management  (UC  Cooperative  Extension,  etc.)', 
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(Bb)  One  (1 )  representative  of  the  tree  management  profession  (International 
Society  of  Arboriculture,  American  Society  of  Landscape  Architects,  etc.); 

(c)  One  (1)  member  from  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area; 

(Cd)  ¥we  One  (2 1)  members  of  onon-profit  organization*  involved  in  urban 
forest^  or  other  environmentally  -related  issues;  and 

(De)  Three  (3)  members  at  large  One  (I)  community  representative. 

(23)  The  Mayor  shall  appoint  one  two  (21)  at  larse  member,  sr 

{a) — One  (1)  member  from  the  tree  care-industry  with  a  tree  management  professional 
ciffil  icitio?  ^ 

(b) — One  (1)  member  at  large. 

(b)  Council  members  shall  serve  for  two  years.  Members  can  serve  successive  terms 
if  reappointed  by  the  body  originally  appointing  the  Council  member.  Council  members  serve 
at  the  will  of  the  body  that  appoints  each  Council  member  as  specified  above.  The  body  that 
appoints  Council  members  also  may  appoint  at-farge  members  to  serve  any  unfilled  Council 
positions. 

(c)  The  Council  shall  meet  at  least  once  each  month. 

(d)  The  Council  shall  establish  its  own  operating  procedures,  which,  at  a  minimum, 
shall  meet  the  public  notice,  meeting,  voting,  agenda  and  other  procedural  requirements  set 
forth  in  local  law. 

(e)  Subcommittees  shall  be  created  to  adequately  address  other  special  areas  of 
concern  on  an  as  needed  basis. 

(f)  The  Department  of  the  Environment,  with  adequate  funding  to  assist  the  Council  in 
carrying  out  its  mission,  shall  provide  professional  and  administrative  staff  to  the  Council. 

(g)  All  members  of  the  Council  shall  serve  without  compensation. 
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Section  2.  At  12:00  noon  on  the  30th  day  following  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance,  the 
tenures  of  the  persons  currently  holding  seats  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  expire.  The  five 
persons  appointed  as  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  provided  in  this  Section  shall  assume 
office  at  12:00  noon  on  the  30th  day  following  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance;  provided  that  if  any 
appointing  authority  has  not  made  a  new  appointment  by  such  date,  the  sitting  member  shall  continue 
to  serve  for  sixty  days.  The  two-year  terms  of  those  members  appointed  pursuant  to  subsections  (a)(1) 
and  (a)(2)  shall  commence  on  that  date. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERAnCity  Attorney 


By: 
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FILE  NO.  080233 


LEGISLATIVE  DIGEST 


[Urban  Forestry  Council  -  Membership.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  amending  Section  1202 
to  reconstitute  the  membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  five  members. 


Section  1202  of  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  currently  establishes  the 
membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  ("UFC").  UFC  functions  as  an  advisory  committee 
to  the  Mayor,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  city  departments  and  commissions  on  urban  forestry 
issues.  The  UFC  currently  consists  of  fifteen  (15  )  voting  members:  five  (5)  from  municipal 
agencies;  eight  (8)  Board  of  Supervisors  appointees;  and  two  (2)  Mayoral  appointees. 


This  Ordinance  amends  Section  1202  to  condense  the  membership  of  the  UFC  to 
five  (5)  voting  members.  In  addition,  the  composition  of  the  membership  would  change. 
There  would  be  four  (4)  Board  of  Supervisors  appointees;  and  one  (1)  Mayoral  appointee. 
The  Board  of  Supervisors  would  appoint  one  member  from  a  non-profit  organization  involved 
in  urban  forest  issues  instead  of  two;  and  replace  three  at  large  members  with  one  community 
representative.  The  Mayor  would  appoint  one  at  large  member  instead  of  two.  The 
representatives  from  municipal  agencies,  the  member  from  the  Golden  Gate  National 
Recreation  Area,  and  the  member  from  the  tree  care  industry  with  a  tree  management 
professional  affiliation  would  be  eliminated. 

This  Ordinance  also  includes  a  sunset  clause  for  the  expiration  of  the  tenures  of  the 
persons  currently  holding  seats,  as  well  as  setting  forth  the  commencement  date  of  the  two- 
year  term  for  the  newly  appointed  members. 
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FILE  NO.  2008-05-UFC 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


1  [Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership] 
2 

3  Resolution  replying  to  the  proposed  amendment  to  reduce  the  membership  of  the 

4  Urban  Forestry  Council  from  fifteen  to  five  members. 

5  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  charged,  by  Ordinance,  with  many  duties, 

6  including  advising  the  Board  of  Supervisors  about  the  state  of  and  future  outlook  of  San 

7  Francisco's  urban  forest  with  an  annual  Urban  Forest  Report;  and, 

8  WHEREAS,  The  mission  of  the  Council  to  devise  an  Urban  Forest  Plan,  city-wide 

9  pruning  guidelines  and  a  street  tree  species  list  could  not  have  happened  without  the 

10  expertise  of  the  several  Departments  included  in  its  membership  and, 

1 1  WHEREAS,  Integrating  the  Council's  Urban  Forest  Plan,  ratified  by  the  Board  of 

12  Supervisors,  into  the  City's  General  Plan  by  the  Planning  Department  is  yet  to  be 

13  accomplished;  and, 

14  WHEREAS,  The  creation  of  an  urban  forest  activity  baseline  and  a  public  outreach 

15  campaign  to  heighten  awareness  of  the  public's  role  in  relation  to  the  urban  forest  will  be  work 

16  force  intensive;  and, 

17  WHEREAS,  The  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Council  have  been  accomplished  by  its 

18  volunteer  membership  representing  a  diversity  of  stakeholders  and  the  diversity  of  San 

19  Francisco's  neighborhoods;  and, 

20  WHEREAS,  The  budget  of  the  Council  is  structured  so  that  the  Departments  which 

21  have  members  of  the  Council  contribute  an  annual  amount  to  its  operation;  and, 

22  WHEREAS,  Without  the  membership  that  now  exists,  the  Council  would  not  have 

23  enough  people  to  have  committees  to  review  landmark  tree  nominations  and  accomplish  its 

24  other  objectives;  and 
25 
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RESOLUTION  NO. 


1  WHEREAS,  In  order  to  further  its  goals,  the  Council  needs  to  have  a  close  connection 

2  to  the  Departments  that  are  in  the  field  and  will  be  implementing  the  plans  and  programs  of 

3  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  now,  therefore  be  it, 

4  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  does  not  support  the  proposed  amendment 

5  to  reduce  the  membership  of  the  Council  to  five  and  recommends  that  the  Board  of 

6  Supervisors  reject  this  amendment. 
7 

8  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  at  its 

9  meeting  on  March  28,  2008. 

10   

1 1  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
12 

13  VOTE: 

14  AYES: 

15  NOES: 

16  ABSENT: 
17 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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Urban  Forestry  Council  2008  Work  Plan 
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Section  A-  Highest  Priority  Items: 

1 .  Urban  Forest  Plan  Priority  Action  Steps  as  agreed  to  by  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee. 

2.  Research  other  agency  initiatives  on  planning,  construction,  and  capital  projects  and  how  they 
may  relate  to  the  urban  forest  in  terms  of  timing  and  scope.  Create  a  comprehensive  list  of 
citywide  urban  forest  activities  and  then  decide  what  the  most  important  areas  for  the  Council  to 
be  involved  with,  such  as  the  Better  Streets  Plan,  Wastewater  Management  Plan  and  Planning 
Department's  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan.  Work  with  bicyclists  and  pedestrians  to  create  better 
streets  and  study  the  relationship  of  trees,  pedestrian,  automotive,  and  bicycle  paths  of  travel.  If 
possible,  involve  interns  with  putting  together  a  baseline  of  citywide  activities  that  would  include 
a  short  description,  timelines,  funding  requirements  and  funding  sources.  Research  and  share 
ideas  from  other  countries. 

3.  Involvement  in  other  City  projects  that  Council  members  and  City  agencies  are  working  on; 
such  as  work  on  the  Islais  Creek  and  other  watersheds  in  San  Francisco.  Discussion  of  trees, 
uncovering  streams,  to  create  more  ecological  ways  to  create  drainage  and  aquifer 
replenishment,  study  different  kinds  of  greening  and  places  for  greening. 

4.  Involvement  in  large  public  projects  that  have  impact  on  the  urban  forest  so  that  trees  are 
protected  during  development  either  by  private  property  owners  or  developers.  Create 
requirements  for  no  net  loss  of  trees  on  private  and  public  property,  amend  Planning  Code 
Section  143  and  strengthen  other  relevant  codes  and  help  public  agencies  enforce  laws  so  that 
private  property  owners  and  contractors  do  not  damage  trees.  Focus  on  methods  of 
enforcement  on  protection  of  trees  including  examining  the  possibility  of  bonding  requirements. 

5.  Participation  in  requesting  funding  from  bonds  directed  towards  urban  forest  work  around  the 
state;  e.g.,  Proposition  84,  land  and  water  bond,  in  which  millions  of  dollars  are  allocated  for  the 
urban  forest  around  the  state  and  the  Recreation  and  Park  bond  allocated  to  the  urban  forest 
and  trail  restoration. 

6.  Crocker  Amazon  and  other  park  projects  to  install  artificial  turf  play  fields  that  resulted  and 
would  result  in  a  loss  of  trees.  Council  to  discuss  processes  used  in  approving  projects  and 
make  recommendations  on  MOU's.  Discuss  whether  public  and  private  entities  are  working 
well  together  in  the  interests  of  the  public.  Ensure  adequate  public  participation — what  role 
should  private  entities  play  in  the  stewardship  of  public  places.  Create  Resolutions  and  make 
presentations  to  Commissions  to  pay  attention  to  these  issues.  Discussion  of  City 
subcontracting  and  the  public  process.  Ensure  the  City  is  following  state  law  SB1277. 

7.  Work  on  funding  for  the  Council 

8.  Raise  awareness  and  funding  to  maintain  trees  that  are  being  planted  and  exist  in  the  City 
under  City  agency  management  with  the  public,  City  agencies,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and 
the  Mayor's  office. 

9.  Agree  to  a  definition  of  the  urban  forest  in  order  to  help  make  better  choices  for  work  plan 
selections. 

10.  Look  into  the  feasibility  of  requiring  a  certification  for  anyone  who  works  on  a  tree  under  City 
jurisdiction.  Consider  training  programs  for  the  public. 

/ 
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Section  B-  Secondary  Priority  Items: 

•  Work  on  City  policy  to  address  the  pine  pitch  canker.  Include  discussion  of  the  effects  on 

Monterey  pines  in  San  Francisco  and  City  resources  that  are  being  used  for  removal  and 
disposal  of  these  trees;  e.g.,  SFPUC  does  not  have  resources  to  attend  to  establishment 
and  planting  of  new  trees. 

•  Create  a  paradigm  shift  as  to  how  San  Francisco  urban  dwellers  see  our  streets, 

sidewalks,  trees,  underground,  and  aboveground  regarding  sidewalk  pocket  parks  and 
green  belts,  through  writing  articles,  etc. 

•  Expand  Recommended  Street  Tree  list. 

•  Create  a  citizen  public  outreach  campaign  on  an  annual  or  two-year  basis  to  heighten 

awareness  of  what  the  public's  role  should  be  in  relation  to  the  urban  forest.  Consider 
including  seasonal  tree  care  information. 


Section  C-  Lowest  Priority  items: 

•  Conduct  monthly  meetings  between  the  Council  Chair,  Ms.  Hui,  a  Board  of  Supervisors 

Representative  (preferably  the  Board  President),  and  the  Director  of  Greening  in  order  to 
discuss  the  Council's  activities  and  provide  monthly  updates. 

•  Review  last  year's  work  plan  for  carry-over  items  (MM). 

•  Discuss  Council's  interactions  with  other  City  Hall  agencies.  Increase  public  outreach 

through  written  articles  to  newspapers. 

•  Work  on  tree  recommendations  beyond  street  trees;  review  additional  tree  species  that 

might  be  larger  in  stature  or  native  species  that  aren't  as  large  that  are  not  appropriate 
for  streets  but  could  be  recommended  to  property  owners  as  property  backyard  trees  or 
to  agencies  that  have  land.  Create  companion  lists  to  the  current  street  tree  list  that 
include  an  open  space  list,  backyard  tree  list,  etc. 

•  Recommend  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  nominate  a  certain  number  of  trees  per  year 

(and  per  district)  for  landmark  status. 

•  Determine  the  role  of  the  Council  on  the  SF  Tree  Map  project. 

•  Recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  (1 )  regulate  or  impose  fines  when  major 

renovations  for  tree  plantings  do  not  follow  the  requirement  to  plant  20  feet  on  center 
and  (2)  charge  an  in  lieu  fee  for  capital  improvement  projects  run  by  the  city  when  trees 
are  removed  and  cannot  be  replaced.  The  fee  would  be  allocated  to  DPW  to  plant  trees 
in  an  alternate  location. 

•  Expand  the  Arbor  Day  celebration  to  include  pruning  guidelines  in  addition  to  planting. 

•  Encourage  more  media  and  publicity  surrounding  tree  maintenance/pruning.  Focus  on 

public  participation  and  education  (training  sessions)  on  tree  pruning  guidelines  in 
addition  to  planting.  Establish  fees  to  cover  costs  for  trainings  on  pruning  guidelines. 
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Friday,  March  28,  2008,  10:00  a.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


APR  1  0  2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  was  called  to  order 
at  10:30  a.m.  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks, 
Sherk  and  Short.  Excused:  Members  Cohen,  Miller,  Nervo,  Vice-Chair  Quirke  and 
Sustarich.  Absent:  Member  Habert  and  Rodgers. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  February  26,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting  (Discussion  and  Action).  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by 
Member  Hillan,  the  February  26,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without 
objection.  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  February  26,  2008  Regular 

Meeting  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=76661 ) 

Item  4  was  heard  before  Item  3. 

3.  Nomination  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Officers  (Chair  and  Vice-Chair).  Elections 
for  officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  in  April  of  each  year.  At  the 
Council  meeting  held  in  March  of  each  year,  any  Council  member  interested  in  running 
for  office  shall  state  publicly  his  or  her  interest  and  willingness  to  run  for  a  specific  office. 
Such  Council  members,  and  any  other  Council  members  nominated  at  the  March 
meeting,  shall  be  candidates  for  office  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Bylaws  require  that  nominations  for  officers  be  held  at  the 
March  meeting  and  elections  in  April.  Member  Blair  nominated  Chair  Milne  for  Chair, 
seconded  by  Member  Boss.  Member  Hillan  nominated  Vice-Chair  Quirke  for  Vice- 
Chair,  seconded  by  Member  Boss.  No  other  nominations  were  heard.  The  vote  is 
scheduled  for  the  April  meeting. 

4.  Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  amending  Section 
1202  to  reconstitute  the  membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  five 
members.  Discussion  and  recommendations  on  proposed  Board  of  Supervisors 
legislation  on  changing  the  composition  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Discussion  and 
Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Board  of  Supervisors  Ordinance  File  080233  on 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership  (PDF) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/MembershipLeqislation.PDF  and  Urban 

Forestry  Council  Draft  Resolution  File  2008-05-UFC  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmentymeetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/ResFiie2008-05-UFCMembers 
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Member  Sherk  stated  that  the  Council  has  a  role  advising  other  City  agencies  about  the 
importance  of  trees,  development  and  maintenance  of  the  urban  canopy,  and  in 
educating  the  public  about  the  importance  and  maintenance  of  the  urban  canopy, 
forestry  and  trees.  Member  Sherk  indicated  that  City  agency  representatives  bring 
important  information  on  urban  forestry  activities  from  each  department,  and  to 
eliminate  their  membership  would  make  the  Council's  role  more  difficult.  Member  Sherk 
stated  that  the  development  of  the  urban  canopy  is  important  for  quality  of  life  in  San 
Francisco  and  for  helping  with  climate  change.  Member  Sherk  asked  Council  Members 
to  urge  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  maintain  the  current  Council  membership,  to 
strengthen  the  Council's  work  that  is  being  done  in  the  City,  and  to  try  to  make  the 
Council  more  relevant  in  its  actions,  deliberations,  and  advisory  role. 

Member  Blair  asked  why  Supervisor  McGoldrick  was  sponsoring  the  legislation. 
Member  Marks  stated  that  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  aide  reported  that  (1 )  the  Council 
has  had  more  meetings  cancelled  because  of  a  lack  of  quorum  than  any  other  body;  (2) 
the  Council  took  too  long  to  report  back  on  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  landmark  tree 
legislation  because  of  an  inability  to  meet  quorum,  and  (3)  the  Council  could  invite 
department  agency  representatives  to  attend  meetings  instead  of  their  being  part  of  the 
membership. 

Member  Blair  indicated  that  she  would  research  how  many  times  the  Council  did  not 
have  a  quorum,  which  she  believes  is  only  once  or  twice  at  most.  Member  Boss  asked 
for  statistics  on  meetings  held  and  if  quorum  was  met  for  the  previous  year.  Member 
Hillan  discussed  the  difficulty  in  reaching  a  quorum  for  this  meeting  as  well  as  the 
meeting  in  January  and  stated  that  it  was  important  to  resolve  quorum  issues.  Member 
Hillan  indicated  that  department  members  were  essential  to  the  effective  functioning  of 
the  Council.  Member  Boss  stated  that  it  would  not  be  effective  for  the  Council  to  reduce 
membership,  and  the  commitment  of  members  should  be  addressed.  Member  Boss 
stated  that  inviting  department  representatives  to  randomly  attend  meetings  may  not 
solve  the  problem  as  relevant  information  is  needed  spontaneously  during  meeting 
discussions.  It  was  stated  that  Committees  would  not  function  properly  if  the  work  of  the 
Council  was  done  by  30%  of  the  current  membership.  In  addition,  the  Council  currently 
has  a  wide  representation  which  may  have  caused  inability  to  reach  decisions,  but  at 
the  same  time,  relevant  voices  are  being  heard.  Member  Griswold  felt  that 
disconnecting  from  City  agency  and  GGNRA  representation  would  inhibit  the 
functioning  of  the  Council. 

Chair  Milne  read  a  statement  prepared  by  Member  Cohen  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/JCohenStatement032808.doc. 

The  Council  adopted  amendments  to  the  Resolution  proposed  by  Members  Hillan 
(Hillan/Boss),  Marks  (Marks/Short),  and  Boss  (Boss/Sherk).  Council  Members 
approved  the  Resolution  with  amendments  as  shown  in  the  Explanatory  Document 
Final  Resolution  004-08-UFC  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironrnent/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res004-08- 

uFCMembershipLeqisiation.pda  AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Hillan, 


Marks,  Sherk  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Cohen,  Habert,  Miller,  Nervo,  Vice-Chair 
Quirke,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Rules  Committee  would  be  hearing 
the  proposed  amendment  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance  on  membership  at  their  April 
3,  2008  meeting  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  Room  263,  Committee  Room.  Chair  Milne  asked 
Council  Members  to  appear  and  testify.  Council  Secretary  Fish  indicated  that  the 
Council's  Resolution  would  be  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Office  to  include  in 
the  Rules  Committee  Members'  meeting  packet. 

Member  Sherk  asked  if  the  Department  of  the  Environment  has  a  position  on  this  issue. 
Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  of  the  Environment  Program  Manager  indicated  that  she 
believes  the  Department  does  not  have  a  position  on  the  proposed  legislation;  however, 
given  the  current  budget  deficit  there  is  a  general  concern  about  having  adequate 
funding  for  all  the  staffing  demands  and  work  assignments.  Ms.  Eng  indicated  that 
funding  had  to  be  allocated  from  another  program  area  to  support  the  staffing  costs  to 
run  the  current  number  of  meetings  and  that  even  with  contributions  from  various  City 
agencies,  the  deficit  cannot  be  met.  Ms.  Eng  also  discussed  her  history  serving  as  an 
Environmental  Commissioner  and  the  similarities  in  its  original  membership  to  the 
Council's  current  membership,  changes  that  took  place  and  what  is  currently  proposed 
for  the  Council. 

5.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Prioritized  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee's  2008  recommendations  for  prioritizing  Work  Plan  items 
(Discussion  and  Possible  Action).  (Explanatory  Document:  Prioritized  Work  Plan  Items 
2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/CouncilWorkPlan0328 

Chair  Milne  and  Member  Short  reported  that  this  item  had  been  previously  discussed  at 
the  Council  and  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  meetings.  The  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  at  their  March  meeting  prioritized  the  Council's  Work  Plan  suggestions. 
Upon  Motion  by  Member  Marks  and  second  by  Member  Hillan,  the  Prioritized  Work 
Plan  for  2008  was  approved  without  objection. 

6.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other 
related  activities  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion).  Ms.  Hui  presented  updates  on 
current  work  that  she  has  been  involved  with  that  includes: 

•  Creating  a  "google"  map  for  all  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

•  The  success  of  the  February  28  outreach  event  that  was  covered  by  Channel 
20  and  the  Examiner. 

•  The  four  trees  that  the  Council  recently  approved  were  approved  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  for  landmark  tree  status. 

•  Two  new  landmark  tree  nominations  were  received  from  homeowners.  These 
trees  are  scheduled  for  review  at  the  April  8  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
meeting  and  then  at  the  Council. 


•  Landmark  tree  updates  have  been  sent  to  the  Outreach  Department  to  post 
on  the  website. 

•  Amendments  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  Ordinance  (landmark 
tree  ordinance)  were  approved  on  March  25  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
Amendments  increase  the  amount  of  protection  time  that  the  tree  has, 
removes  the  requirement  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  hold  a  hearing 
within  60  days,  increases  the  amount  of  time  the  Council  has  to  respond  to 
tree  nominations  from  90  to  120  days,  and  creates  noticing  requirements  for 
Council  tree  nomination  hearings  which  will  require  a  change  in  the  length  of 
time  between  when  nominations  are  received  by  Council  staff  and  when  they 
are  heard  at  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee. 

•  Ms.  Hui  is  scheduled  to  make  a  presentation  to  the  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  on  the  landmark  tree  ordinance  on  April  16. 

•  The  pine  pitch  canker  work  plan  item  is  currently  being  worked  on. 

•  The  Recommended  Street  Tree  List  will  be  placed  on  the  web  page  as  a 
separate  document  apart  from  the  Resolution  as  requested  by  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  members. 

•  Mr.  Andres  Power,  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  project  manager,  stated  that  a 
contractor  has  been  chosen,  and  Planning  is  currently  working  on  the 
contracts. 

•  Pruning  Guidelines  have  been  submitted  for  reprinting  and  should  be 
available  in  the  next  couple  of  months. 

•  Work  has  begun  on  an  annual  pruning  workshop. 

•  The  Mayor's  Greening  Director  has  agreed  to  speak  to  the  Council  at  their 
May  meeting. 

•  Public  comments  were  shared  for  distribution  that  has  to  do  with  concerns 
with  tree  planting  programs  having  higher  importance  than  tree  maintenance, 
and  that  there  is  not  enough  funding  to  maintain  the  current  number  of  trees 
in  the  City. 

7.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 

Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  April  17,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Chair  Short  reported  that  the  Committee  prioritized  the  Work  Plan,  held  a  brief 
discussion  about  proposed  citywide  budget  cuts  and  how  that  might  impact  the  Council 
and/or  City  departments  that  have  a  role  in  management  of  trees.  It  was  stated  that  it  is 
likely  that  most  departments  would  be  affected  in  some  way  due  to  budget  cuts,  but 
details  are  not  yet  available. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  April  8,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 
The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  did  not  meet  in  March. 

8.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion).  Chair  Milne  congratulated  and  thanked  the  hard  work  that  was  put  into  the 
February  28  press  event  for  the  Mary  Ellen  Pleasant  trees  on  Octavia  Street.  It  was 


reported  that  there  is  an  article  in  the  paper  about  sidewalk  landscaping — the  botanical 
garden  is  giving  a  seminar  about  creating  a  mini  urban  garden  on  paved  sidewalks. 

9.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion).  Ms.  Hui  stated 
that  she  has  been  holding  discussions  with  the  Planning  Department  about  having 
speakers  present  on  plans  that  the  Council  has  been  requesting,  and  a  presentation 
may  be  scheduled  within  the  next  couple  of  months  for  the  Eastern  Neighborhood  Plan. 
Ms.  Hui  stated  that  the  Mission  Plan  may  be  more  relevant  for  a  presentation  to  the 
Council  in  the  near  future  and  would  start  working  on  this  effort.  Ms.  Hui  stated  that  she 
would  present  reports  on  the  artificial  turf  work  plan  item  and  scheduling  a  speaker  for  a 
future  meeting. 

10.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

11.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  11:38  a.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment, 
1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by 
clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary 
at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.Fish(g)Sfqov.orq.  


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
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Friday,  March  28,  2008,  10:00  a.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


SAN  FR 
PUBLIC 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  was  called  to  order 
at  10:30  a.m.  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks, 
Sherk  and  Short.  Excused:  Members  Cohen,  Miller,  Nervo,  Vice-Chair  Quirke  and 
Sustarich.  Absent:  Member  Habert  and  Rodgers. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  February  26,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular 
Meeting  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  February  26,  2008  Regular 

Meeting  httD://sfaov.ora/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=76661 )  (DiSCUSSion  and  Action).   Upon  Motion 

by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Hillan,  the  February  26,  2008  Meeting  Minutes 
were  approved  without  objection. 

Item  4  was  heard  before  Item  3. 

3.  Nomination  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Officers  (Chair  and  Vice-Chair).  Elections 
for  officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  in  April  of  each  year.  At  the 
Council  meeting  held  in  March  of  each  year,  any  Council  member  interested  in  running 
for  office  shall  state  publicly  his  or  her  interest  and  willingness  to  run  for  a  specific  office. 
Such  Council  members,  and  any  other  Council  members  nominated  at  the  March 
meeting,  shall  be  candidates  for  office  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Bylaws  require  that  nominations  for  officers  be  held  at  the 
March  meeting  and  elections  in  April.  Member  Blair  nominated  Chair  Milne  for  Chair, 
seconded  by  Member  Boss.  Member  Hillan  nominated  Vice-Chair  Quirke  for  Vice- 
Chair,  seconded  by  Member  Boss.  No  other  nominations  were  heard.  The  vote  is 
scheduled  for  the  April  meeting. 

4.  Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  amending  Section 
1202  to  reconstitute  the  membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  five 
members.  Discussion  and  recommendations  on  proposed  Board  of  Supervisors 
legislation  on  changing  the  composition  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Discussion  and 
Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Board  of  Supervisors  Ordinance  File  080233  on 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership  (PDF) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironrnent/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/MernbershipLeqislation.PDF  and  Urban 

Forestry  Council  Draft  Resolution  File  2008-05-UFC  (Word) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/ResFile2008-05-UFCMembership.doc). 
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Member  Sherk  stated  that  the  Council  has  a  role  advising  other  City  agencies  about  the 
importance  of  trees,  development  and  maintenance  of  the  urban  canopy,  and  in 
educating  the  public  about  the  importance  and  maintenance  of  the  urban  canopy, 
forestry  and  trees.  Member  Sherk  indicated  that  City  agency  representatives  bring 
important  information  on  urban  forestry  activities  from  each  department,  and  to 
eliminate  their  membership  would  make  the  Council's  role  more  difficult.  Member  Sherk 
stated  that  the  development  of  the  urban  canopy  is  important  for  quality  of  life  in  San 
Francisco  and  for  helping  with  climate  change.  Member  Sherk  asked  Council  Members 
to  urge  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  maintain  the  current  Council  membership,  to 
strengthen  the  Council's  work  that  is  being  done  in  the  City,  and  to  try  to  make  the 
Council  more  relevant  in  its  actions,  deliberations,  and  advisory  role. 

Member  Blair  asked  why  Supervisor  McGoldrick  was  sponsoring  the  legislation. 
Member  Marks  stated  that  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  aide  reported  that  (1)  the  Council 
has  had  more  meetings  cancelled  because  of  a  lack  of  quorum  than  any  other  body;  (2) 
the  Council  took  too  long  to  report  back  on  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  landmark  tree 
legislation  because  of  an  inability  to  meet  quorum,  and  (3)  the  Council  could  invite 
department  agency  representatives  to  attend  meetings  instead  of  their  being  part  of  the 
membership. 

Member  Blair  indicated  that  she  would  research  how  many  times  the  Council  did  not 
have  a  quorum,  which  she  believes  is  only  once  or  twice  at  most.  Member  Boss  asked 
for  statistics  on  meetings  held  and  if  quorum  was  met  for  the  previous  year.  Member 
Hillan  discussed  the  difficulty  in  reaching  a  quorum  for  this  meeting  as  well  as  the 
meeting  in  January  and  stated  that  it  was  important  to  resolve  quorum  issues.  Member 
Hillan  indicated  that  department  members  were  essential  to  the  effective  functioning  of 
the  Council.  Member  Boss  stated  that  it  would  not  be  effective  for  the  Council  to  reduce 
membership,  and  the  commitment  of  members  should  be  addressed.  Member  Boss 
stated  that  inviting  department  representatives  to  randomly  attend  meetings  may  not 
solve  the  problem  as  relevant  information  is  needed  spontaneously  during  meeting 
discussions.  It  was  stated  that  Committees  would  not  function  properly  if  the  work  of  the 
Council  was  done  by  30%  of  the  current  membership.  In  addition,  the  Council  currently 
has  a  wide  representation  which  may  have  caused  inability  to  reach  decisions,  but  at 
the  same  time,  relevant  voices  are  being  heard.  Member  Griswold  felt  that 
disconnecting  from  City  agency  and  GGNRA  representation  would  inhibit  the 
functioning  of  the  Council. 

Chair  Milne  read  a  statement  prepared  by  Member  Cohen  (Word) 

http://web1.  sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironm  ent/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2Q08/JCohenStatement032808.doc. 

The  Council  adopted  amendments  to  the  Resolution  proposed  by  Members  Hillan 
(Hillan/Boss),  Marks  (Marks/Short),  and  Boss  (Boss/Sherk).  Council  Members 
approved  the  Resolution  with  amendments  as  shown  in  the  Explanatory  Document 
Final  Resolution  004-08-UFC  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res004-08- 
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Marks,  Sherk  and  Short;  Absent:  Members  Cohen,  Habert,  Miller,  Nervo,  Vice-Chair 
Quirke,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Rules  Committee  would  be  hearing 
the  proposed  amendment  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance  on  membership  at  their  April 
3,  2008  meeting  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  Room  263,  Committee  Room.  Chair  Milne  asked 
Council  Members  to  appear  and  testify.  Council  Secretary  Fish  indicated  that  the 
Council's  Resolution  would  be  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Office  to  include  in 
the  Rules  Committee  Members'  meeting  packet. 

Member  Sherk  asked  if  the  Department  of  the  Environment  has  a  position  on  this  issue. 
Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  of  the  Environment  Program  Manager  indicated  that  she 
believes  the  Department  does  not  have  a  position  on  the  proposed  legislation;  however, 
given  the  current  budget  deficit  there  is  a  general  concern  about  having  adequate 
funding  for  all  the  staffing  demands  and  work  assignments.  Ms.  Eng  indicated  that 
funding  had  to  be  allocated  from  another  program  area  to  support  the  staffing  costs  to 
run  the  current  number  of  meetings  and  that  even  with  contributions  from  various  City 
agencies,  the  deficit  cannot  be  met.  Ms.  Eng  also  discussed  her  history  serving  as  an 
Environmental  Commissioner  and  the  similarities  in  its  original  membership  to  the 
Council's  current  membership,  changes  that  took  place  and  what  is  currently  proposed 
for  the  Council. 

5.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Prioritized  Work  Plan  for  2008.  Review  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee's  2008  recommendations  for  prioritizing  Work  Plan  items 
(Discussion  and  Possible  Action).  (Explanatory  Document:  Prioritized  Work  Plan  Items 
2008  (Word) 

httD://web1.sfqov.orci/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/CouncilWorkPlan032808M 

Chair  Milne  and  Member  Short  reported  that  this  item  had  been  previously  discussed  at 
the  Council  and  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  meetings.  The  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  at  their  March  meeting  prioritized  the  Council's  Work  Plan  suggestions. 
Upon  Motion  by  Member  Marks  and  second  by  Member  Hillan,  the  Prioritized  Work 
Plan  for  2008  was  approved  without  objection. 

6.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other 
related  activities  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion).  Ms.  Hui  presented  updates  on 
current  work  that  she  has  been  involved  with  that  includes: 

•  Creating  a  "google"  map  for  all  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

•  The  success  of  the  February  28  outreach  event  that  was  covered  by  Channel 
20  and  the  Examiner. 

•  The  four  trees  that  the  Council  recently  approved  were  approved  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  for  landmark  tree  status. 

•  Two  new  landmark  tree  nominations  were  received  from  homeowners.  These 
trees  are  scheduled  for  review  at  the  April  8  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
meeting  and  then  at  the  Council. 


Page  3 


•  Landmark  tree  updates  have  been  sent  to  the  Outreach  Department  to  post 
on  the  website. 

•  Amendments  to  the  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  Ordinance  (landmark 
tree  ordinance)  were  approved  on  March  25  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
Amendments  increase  the  amount  of  protection  time  that  the  tree  has, 
removes  the  requirement  for  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  hold  a  hearing 
within  60  days,  increases  the  amount  of  time  the  Council  has  to  respond  to 
tree  nominations  from  90  to  120  days,  and  creates  noticing  requirements  for 
Council  tree  nomination  hearings  which  will  require  a  change  in  the  length  of 
time  between  when  nominations  are  received  by  Council  staff  and  when  they 
are  heard  at  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee. 

•  Ms.  Hui  is  scheduled  to  make  a  presentation  to  the  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  on  the  landmark  tree  ordinance  on  April  16. 

•  The  pine  pitch  canker  work  plan  item  is  currently  being  worked  on. 

•  The  Recommended  Street  Tree  List  will  be  placed  on  the  web  page  as  a 
separate  document  apart  from  the  Resolution  as  requested  by  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  members. 

•  Mr.  Andres  Power,  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  project  manager,  stated  that  a 
contractor  has  been  chosen,  and  Planning  is  currently  working  on  the 
contracts. 

•  Pruning  Guidelines  have  been  submitted  for  reprinting  and  should  be 
available  in  the  next  couple  of  months. 

•  Work  has  begun  on  an  annual  pruning  workshop. 

•  The  Mayor's  Greening  Director  has  agreed  to  speak  to  the  Council  at  their 
May  meeting. 

•  Public  comments  were  shared  for  distribution  that  has  to  do  with  concerns 
with  tree  planting  programs  having  higher  importance  than  tree  maintenance, 
and  that  there  is  not  enough  funding  to  maintain  the  current  number  of  trees 
in  the  City. 

7.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 

Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  April  17,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Chair  Short  reported  that  the  Committee  prioritized  the  Work  Plan,  held  a  brief 
discussion  about  proposed  citywide  budget  cuts  and  how  that  might  impact  the  Council 
and/or  City  departments  that  have  a  role  in  management  of  trees.  It  was  stated  that  it  is 
likely  that  most  departments  would  be  affected  in  some  way  due  to  budget  cuts,  but 
details  are  not  yet  available. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  April  8,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 
The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  did  not  meet  in  March. 

8.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion).  Chair  Milne  congratulated  and  thanked  the  hard  work  that  was  put  into  the 
February  28  press  event  for  the  Mary  Ellen  Pleasant  trees  on  Octavia  Street.  It  was 
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reported  that  there  is  an  article  in  the  paper  about  sidewalk  landscaping— the  botanical 
garden  is  giving  a  seminar  about  creating  a  mini  urban  garden  on  paved  sidewalks. 

9.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion).  Ms.  Hui  stated 
that  she  has  been  holding  discussions  with  the  Planning  Department  about  having 
speakers  present  on  plans  that  the  Council  has  been  requesting,  and  a  presentation 
may  be  scheduled  within  the  next  couple  of  months  for  the  Eastern  Neighborhood  Plan. 
Ms.  Hui  stated  that  the  Mission  Plan  may  be  more  relevant  for  a  presentation  to  the 
Council  in  the  near  future  and  would  start  working  on  this  effort.  Ms.  Hui  stated  that  she 
would  present  reports  on  the  artificial  turf  work  plan  item  and  scheduling  a  speaker  for  a 
future  meeting. 

10.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

11.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  11:38  a.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment, 
1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by 
clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary 
at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.Fish(5)Sfgov.org.  


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Approved:  April  22,  2008 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 

AMENDED  Regular  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda 


Tuesday,  April  22,  2008  at  5:30  p.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  416 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


Carolyn  Blair 

Mike  Boss 
Jocelyn  Cohen 
Steve  Griswold 
Malcolm  Hillan 

David  Habert  AnMarie  Rodgers 

SF  Redevelopment  Agency  SF  Planning  Department 


Terry  Milne 

Chair  SAN  FRANCISCO 


APR  1  7  2008 

UM  FRANCISC 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Milton  Marks 
Lena  Miller 
Kelly  Quirke,  Vice-Chair 
Bonnie  Ora  Sherk 


Susan  Nervo  Carla  Short 

SF  Recreation  &  Park  Department  SF  Department  of  Public  Works 

Mark  Sustarich 
SF  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Mei  Ling  Hui 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Coordinator 

Monica  Fish 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Secretary 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 
Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393    E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  March  28,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  March  28,  2008  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=78481 )  (DiSCUSSion  and  Action). 

3.  Hearing  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Council  will  hold  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  following  trees  meet  the  criteria  for  designation  as  landmark  trees 
(Discussion  and  Action): 

Monterey  Cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa,  located  at  2626  Vallejo  Street,  Assessor's 
Block  0953,  Lot  006.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms  and  Photos  (PDF) 

http://web1, sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironnrient/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Homeownersuppliedn 

ominationformandprtotos.pdf.  Staff  Evaluation  Report  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMei 

Linqm.doc).  and  Committee  Evaluation  Reports  (l)  (PDF) 

http://webl  .sfgov.org/sit^uploadedriles/sfenvironment/meetings/ut'c  landmarktree/supporting/2008/2626 ValleioCommitteeRepts.pdf  and  2) 
(Word)  http://web  1  sfgov.org/site/uploadedtiles/sfenvironiTient/meetings/ufc  landmarktiee/supporting/2008/Manzanita%20 1 1 5%20Patker.doc) 

Howell's  Manzanita  (Manzanita  hispidula),  located  at  115  Parker  Avenue,  Assessor's 
Block  1064,  Lot  002  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Form  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfgov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/NominationForm.pdf. 

Photos  (PDF) 

http://webi.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/OwnerPhotoCloseUp,p 

df  and  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/OwnerPhotoOverall.pd 

f),  Staff  Evaluation  Report  (Word) 

http://web1.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMei 

Ling.doc).  and  Committee  Evaluation  Reports  (1)  (PDF) 

http://web  1  .sfgov.org/site/uploadedriles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/Manzanita  1 1 5ParkerCommitteeReports.r)df: 

(2)  (Word) 

http://web  1  .sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmaiktree/supporting/2008/Manzanita%20 1 1 5%20Parker.doc). 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nominations  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will  forward 
approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

PRESENTER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 

4.  Election  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Officers  (Chair  and  Vice-Chair)  (Discussion  and  Action). 

5.  Approval  of  Documents  for  Notification  of  Landmark  Tree  Hearings  and  Discussion  of 
Amendments  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  on  Landmark  Trees.  The  Council  shall 
discuss  Ordinance  Amendments  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  March  25,  2008  and 
vote  on  draft  notification  documents  approved  by  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Ordinance  amending  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/PublicWorksCodeLandmarkTreesOr 

d.pdf.  Draft  Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Notices  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/DraftNoticesLandmarkT reeHrqs.PDF 

(Discussion  and  Action). 
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6.  Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  amending  Section  1202  to 
reconstitute  the  membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  five  members  (Continued 
Discussion  from  the  March  28,  2008  Meeting). 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

:  7.   Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 

relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities  (Informational  Report 
and  Discussion). 

8.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  June  19,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  May  13,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

9.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion). 

10.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

11.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

12.  Adjournment 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction 
of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of 
the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated 
that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the 
meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda. 
This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the 
Council  is  limited  to: 

1.  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center 
Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and 
#71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic 
Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent 
to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue 
adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the 
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use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please 
contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if 
possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or 
related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional 
information. 


Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights 
under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank 
Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102- 
4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf(5)sfqov.orq.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
www.sfqov.org. 


Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report 
lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 
www.sfqov.org/ethics. 


The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or 
use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request 
to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  41 5-355-3709  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish(3>Sfqov.org 
within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Posted:  April  17,  2008 


Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 


Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 


Other  Important  Information 


SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a  landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

■  An  authorized  nominator  is  a  Supervisor,  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency,  Planning 
Commissioner,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member,  or  property  owner. 

■  The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree. 

■  The  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a  tree. 

■  A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■  A  member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a  tree. 

I  am  one  ofjthe  following  authorized  nominators 

ET     Property  owner  > 

□  Board  of  Supervisor  member 

□  Head  of  a  city  department  or  agency 

□  Planning  Commission  member 

□  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 

Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 

Property  owner:  Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 

Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department/Agency): 

j-km&f  Hewi Art  H-Mtchct&l  Pio&rrZ:  h  /  A/u  0  

Name         '  ~  Name  IMP ' 1 

VA  Lcs.ro   ->/-■    /  


Address  A,  Address 


Address        .      .    _  ,  Address 


Phone  (day)  Phone  (day) 


Fax  #  i   .  s~\  .  .  Fax  # 

Email  U         Coh/i  Email 


I  am  the  properly  owper  or  an  authorized  nominator  and  I  support  this  nomination. 

yH}%'i^pf~^  Signature 
"7^"/.       /  p"  Date 


I  am  the  property  owner  and  I  grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on 
the^property  with  advance  notice. 

//^ujjf^'  /■/e^m'^^i  Signature 
^M^ki    f  $O0g  Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):    M q  t rh&  ran    C -y  p r<s.s. $■  

Number  of  trees:       I  ±  

Street  address:  Uacc^'JO    Sg£      / a4-  ^Co-ff  

__  7 

Location  of  Tree:         □  Front  yard   0'Rearyard    □  Side  yard    □  Corner-side  yard 

□  Public  right-of-way  □  Public  lands  □  Not  sure 

□  Other:  ;  ' 


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):  

Height       •                %rf0     feet  Wl^^  + 

Average  canopy  width1         HQ       feet  _  a  *****   5   ,  u 

Circumference  at  chest  level2  inches^  ctccei'*  .  fT"%  *       1  ^  be- 

Circumference  at  ground  level3         -  inches  eostl^  c1  M*flwef^ 

1  Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2  Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground,  http://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritage.aspx 

3  Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree. 
Please  check  the  applicable  criteria  boxes  and  provide  additional  information  about  each  component.  If 
you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

Species 

□  Rare 

SizeorAge  •  S"0-/rS 

□  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

D  Significant  historical  or  cultural  association  with  person,  place,  event 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

□  Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

□  Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

□  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area 

□  Low  tree  density  area 

03  Extends  between  several  properties 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 


Updated  on  June  19, 2007 


H 
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Ecology/"  -7%.    .Hr^  t&  a  A)  +6*  tfteQ  *fcf  J  POOA/W 

0  Important  wildlife  habitat    /         '       Ijf         lelea^ph  lVA\  "p^-on:  s- 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees  ~  5  ■  t  .-^  u  /> 
n  Erosion  control  ^{fc  $4  ^ 
0Wind  or  sound  barrier                        ^           ste«?   sl*P.  ,  f\,. 

Visual  characteristic 

□  Prominent  landscape  feature 
QEf  Character  defining  form 

Tree  Condition    Ao^h  -I-  l^rh/y  r>  'UA>ZT> 

□  No  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems      □  Extreme  problems 

Tree  Condition 

□  Root  issues 

□  Mushrooms  (trunk  or  base  of  tree) 

□  Trunk  wounds  or  cracks 

□  Trunk  cavities 

□  Broken  or  dead  branches 

□  Crowded  or  crossing  branches 

□  Pest  or  disease  problem  ,  ' 

□  Previous  construction  that  may  have  damaged  tree 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  historical  importance  due  to  an  association  with  a  building,  structure,  site, 
street,  person  or  event. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  cultural,  social  and/or  historical  importance. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  is  a  defining  or  meaningful  feature  of  a  neighborhood.  Cam.  /^y2-1  {/l  / 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  ecological  value  like  wildlife  habitat  and  erosion  control. .         .  j  .  M  esutc?. 


t*W  Lj&ijm  «;4o  m  <*  cttewie  Hint  duw$  cuvw  suo^^'y  *>/  +  ~   ,      ,    ,  j 

~rj  a  -yt/wh^  eypA&>d  i**o*tM       *  *.  j 


Describe  any  tree  health  or  structure  issues. 


Updated  on  June  19, 2007 
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If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form.  1 


A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form.  \  .  fJ 


Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc.       /Vs     "    1  0, 

VV) 

Send  to:  Attn:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  *'0 
OR  environment@sfgov.org 

Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a  "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information 
relating  to  the  conduct  of  the  public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local 
agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics."  Govt.  Code  §  6252(e).  The  Sunshine 
Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the  Public  Records 
Act.  Admin  Code  §  67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this 
document  is  a  public  record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the 
San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8.16,  67.7  (b), 
and  67.21(a). 


FOR  STAFF  USE  ONLY 

Application  received  date  . 

Received  by 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Supervisors  Decision 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Title  recorded  date 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Evaluator's  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  March  19,  2008 
Scientific  name:  Cupressus  macrocarpa 
Common  name:  Monterrey  Cypress 
Street  address:  2626  Vallejo 
Cross  streets:  Scott 

Rare:   Rare   Uncommon  /    Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:  Comprise  3.8%  of  all  San  Francisco  Tree,  according  the  most  recent  UFORE  report 

Size:        /    Large   Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Comment:  approx  50'  tall,  40'  spread.  It's  a  multi -trunk  tree,  with  two  main  trunks  which  split  about 
10'  above  the  root  crown.  DBH  approx.  5'. 

Age:     /  Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 

Comment:  Tree  is  quite  large.  Neighbors  claim  the  tree  was  the  size  it  currently  is  in  1960,  when  they 
moved  into  the  house  next  door. 

Historical  Association:   Yes  /     None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes  /    None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council  2 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes  /    None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 

related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  /    Yes   No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution: 

Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  /  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  


High  traffic  area:   Yes  /  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe: 

Low  tree  density:   Low  /    Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:      /    Yes   _No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
Describe: 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  Yes  /  No 

High  visibility. 
Describe: 

Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes  /  No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 
Interdependent  group  of  trees:  /      Yes   No 
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Urban  Forestry  Council  3 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:  Possibly.  Under  the  Cypress  there  are  2  Pitt  crassifolium  and  about  a  dozen  tree  ferns. 

Erosion  control:  /    Yes   No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  Tree  is  growing  in  a  steeply  banked  location. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes  /  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe:  It's  large  enough  to  have  an  effect  on  wind  or  noise  but  I  don't  think  it's  really  close  enough 
to  any  buildings  or  loud  enough  in  their  area  for  the  tree  to  do  much  in  this  regard. 

The  tree  does  have  branches  which  partially  hang  over  adjacent  buildings. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:      /    Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 

Character-defining  form:         /      Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  This  tree  is  frequently  pruned  to  manicure  and  to  reduce  the  interaction  of  branches  and 
other  structures.  The  canopy  has  been  somewhat  rounded  out  by  this  pruning.  But  the  form  is  still 
indicative  of  this  species  overall. 

Tree  condition:  /    Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe: 

Additional  comments 

It's  a  beautiful,  well  cared  for  tree  that  appears  to  be  in  good  health.  Tree  is  well  loved  by  the  property 
owners  who  are  very  responsibly  maintaining  it.  It's  my  opinion  that  this  tree  is  an  excellent  candidate 
for  landmark  status. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evahiator's  name:  _ 

Date  of  evaluation:  cf '  ' '  "  (..,       CJ  ^  

Scientific  name:  <^S       /H^&<&&0& Sft 


Common  name:   _ 

Street  address:  l»(.L:t  ->  1  - 

Cross  streets:    _______ 


Rare:   Rare   Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment: 


Size:   Large         V  Medium   Small 

Notable. si/e  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  


Age:   Significantly  advanced       ^  Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:  


Historical  Association:                _  Yes          \/  >]one  apparent 
Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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Ethnic  appreciation:    Yes  _}L  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:      


N ejgjj b » r too d  a  pp reciatiqn:      *>y/  Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  /nwfl         /  Vl       /ijrj  ^/rJxs^<>  jTAJJ&Y 

 "T^H'j  S         f/££€  ;  

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   ;  Yes        I  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution: 


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  \/  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:    


High  traffic  area:  _Yes  v£__No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe: 


Low  tree  density:   Low        _V  Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  <>f (ZL£7      ~7"2€£ S     />LC-A/'7^f'i/L   ^    />+/£>  <GC- 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  _J/_Yes         _  _No 
High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe:   JM>  l''A  <  1  (   


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:   Yes  V  No 

High  visibility. 

Describe:     ..  ■  


Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes   No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes  V  No 

This  tree  forms  a  supereanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:   


Erosion  control:  Yes  y  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes  V  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe:   


1/ „  ., ... 

Prominent  landscape  feature:        Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outetanding"©atoi"aTfeature.  ,  ,       ^  s\ 

*   AlSf/A  /it/A-fL-! 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:   ■  —  


Character-defining  form:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  f_£  L  "A''/ A.  X,}         /J//J  *  S'        j 1  '(  (  t      C  X.  [ 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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Free  condition:  *J_  Good  Poor    Hazard 


Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 
Describe:  >  c/f  fly      ■-'<     *  i--r/frc--n/ 


Ad d i t i o n  al  comments 

 seysSJ      >a£  7  f^u  L     f'/co-As'/ti-'fa  t  /f      /<     ^l,  %:;> 

 ,pL/'f}y^^^iS       jfr<>  &i*>  7'<'tW^&^  , 

   s^:Yt/fi./yy  f^sijyM   
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

^valuator's  name:  

Date  of  evaluation:      

Scientific  name:    

Common  name:       .  ______         '  _€__.  

Street  address:  __j  \  jfe       __j_  j  |  ,'-  

Cross  streets:   •   ,  


Rare:  Rare    Uncommon  Common   _Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:      


Size:   Large        v    Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:     


Age:   Significantly  advanced  Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:       


Historical  Association:   Yes   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes  _  ^  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:    


Neigh  be  rhood  app  reciatton :  Yes   None  apparent 

Mult  iple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:     ,  


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:       ,.,.._Yes    No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:       


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  .    


High  traffic  area:   Yes   No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe: 


Low  tree  density:   Low   Moderate   High 

'free  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 


Extends  between  multiple  properties:  _  Yes  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
Describe: 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810.  (lie  UFC  lias  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluates  name:  r(  I 
Date  of  evaluation:       /  lJd% 


Scientific  name:  C**pft2>  i)\  /K^c  f%c  f\ 

"1  "  ' 

Common  name:    /SjUe  &-<~c\  C~?A<  V  


Street  address:    *2^2-  L   lA-lUXa 


Cross  streets:  S  <  a  if 


Rare:   Rare   Uncommon  y  Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Aiso  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment: 


args 


Size:      V  L  ar&e       j*/   Medium  Small 
Notable  size  {height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comtnent:  _  

Age:  Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment: 


Historical  Association:  _  Yes  V   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Urban  Forestry  Couneil  2 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

/■ 

Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes  ^/  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:    


Neighborhood  appreciation:       _  Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  [      ..    


P Santa n g  defines,  neighborhood  character : 


Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution : 


Profiled  to  a  publication  or  other  media:  Yes  V  Unk 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:         


High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe:   


Low  tree  density:  __Lo\v  /Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 


Extends  between  multiple  properties:    y  Yes  ___  _No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
Describe: 


3  0 


Urban  Forestry  Council  .  3 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

^ccegsjble  from  nnplig  nght~of>waYi   Yes  Kx'3*o 

High  visibility. 

Describe:     


Important  wiSdiife  teafoitat:   Yes   No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  groan  of  trees:   Yes         l_  JNo 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:    


Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: 


Wind  or  sgand  barrier:   Yes  y  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 


A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 


No 


V  Yos   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe: 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Tree  condition:  K   Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe: 


Additional  <eotmn«nts 

f 


€fy~~t^.„  f  C^6-  fee*** 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Evaluator's  name:  Carolyn  Blair 
Date  of  evaluation:  April  2,  2008 

Scientific  name:  Arctostaphvlos  hispidula  I  

Common  name:  Howell  Manzanita  

Street  address:  11 5  Parker  Street  

Cross  streets:  Euclid  

Rare:    X  Rare   Uncommon   Common   Other 

Comment:  Could  be  the  only  Howell  Manzanita  in  San  Francisco.  Also  considered  a  rarity  in 
California,  but  documented  in  Humboldt  http://www.calflora.org/cgi- 
bin/species  querv.cqi?where-calrecnum=558 
Size:   Large   Medium   Small  X_ 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  Interesting  trunk  formation,  mostly  horizontal,  like  a  Japanese  style  tree- 
Age:     80    Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced    X  Significantly  advanced 

age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:  Do  not  know  the  exact  age- 
Historical  Association:  X      Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  The  property  originally  was  part  of  a  historic  cemetery:  the 
house  could  be  from  the  late  1800's  according  to  current  owner.: 

Ethnic  appreciation:       Yes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  Don't  know. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  X  Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent 
or  related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  Soon  to  be  published  as  a  new  location  of  a  rare  species  of  Manzanita. 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   Yes  X  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution 
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Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  X  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  f 
High  traffic  area:   Yes  X  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe:  Backyard  tree. 

Low  tree  density:   Low   Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:   Yes  X  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:   Yes  X  No 

High  visibility. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes  X  No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 
Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes  X  No 

This  tree  forms  a  super  canopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:   Yes  X  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes  X  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Prominent  landscape  feature:  X  Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  Interesting  shaped  trunk  structure. 

Character-defining  form:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 
Describe:  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  find  it  a  very  pleasing  shape- 
Tree  condition:  X    Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 
Describe:  I  am  not  an  expert,  but  it  looked  in  good  health  to  me  and  well  cared  for. 

Additional  comments:  The  UFC  has  vet  to  describe  or  define  what  a  tree  is.  This  species  is 
known  for  its  unusual  form  low  to  the  ground.  "Manzanita:  California  has  been  charmed  by  its 
graceful,  twisted  limbs.  Some  people  even  refer  to  it  as,  "mountain  driftwood,"  because  its 
branches  and  trunk  have  that  same  look  as  wood  long-sculpted  by  ocean  waves.  They  make 
wonderful  accent  pieces  in  the  native  garden  and  are  beautiful  in  Oriental  gardens,  as  well. 
An  evergreen,  its  trunks  branch  close  to  the  ground. 
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Report  of  Findings  for  the  Manzanita  on  Parker  Street 


The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  met  on  Tuesday  April  8,  2008  and 
considered  the  nomination  for  Landmark  Status  of  the  Arctostaphylos  (Arctostaphylos  sp.)  in  the 
rear  property  of  1 1 5  Parker  Street. 

The  committee  did  not  make  a  recommendation  for  this  tree.  The  vote  was  2-2. 

The  presence  of  this  plant  before  the  UFC  for  consideration  of  Landmark  Status  challenges 
standards  and  assumptions  at  the  core  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance,  including  the  basic 
understanding  of  what  is  a  tree,  what  does  large  mean,  and  what  is  the  intent  of  the  Ordinance. 

The  definition  of  a  tree  as  defined  by  City  Code  is  vague  and  after  preliminary  discussion  and 
consideration,  it  would  not  be  unreasonable  to  conclude  that  there  is  no  precise  definition  that 
could,  or  possibly  even  should,  be  applied  to  the  term  "tree".  Specifically,  what  is  it  that 
separates  a  tree  from  a  shrub?  This  is  a  topic,  in  the  view  of  the  Committee  Chair,  that  the 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  and  the  UFC  should  consider  at  a  future  time.  Aside  from  any 
technical  definition  of  a  tree,  there  are  other  considerations:  What  was  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
intent  when  they  drafted  the  ordinance?  What  do  the  people  of  SF  generally  consider  a  tree  to 
be?  What  would  be  the  ramifications  (to  the  work  of  the  Council  and  of  the  City  in  general,)  of  a 
broad  vs.  a  narrow  definition  of  a  tree? 

The  plant  specimen  under  question,  the  Arctostaphylos  at  1 1 5  Parker,  is  of  unknown  geneology, 
and  its  species  is  as  of  yet  undetermined.  It  is,  botanically,  an  extremely  important  plant  and  is 
the  subject  of  scientific  study  by  experts  in  the  genus  Arctostaphylos.  It  is,  quite  possibly,  the 
only  one  of  its  kind  in  San  Francisco,  if  not  the  world,  and  quite  possibly  a  new  species  or  a 
unique  hybrid.  As  such,  it  is  of  the  rarest  category  of  plant  possible.  Under  typical 
circumstances,  this  criterion  alone  would  be  meritorious  enough  to  warrent  Landmark  Status. 

But  this  is  not  a  typical  circumstance,  as  it  is  debatable  about  whether  this  is  a  tree  at  all.  It  this  is 
a  tree,  clearly  we  should  recommend  landmarking.  If  it  is  not  a  tree,  it  is  not  properly  before  us. 

The  specimen  satisfies  the  following  landmark  criteria: 

•  It  is  extremely  rare 

•  It  has  historical  association 

•  It  has  neighborhood  appreciation 

•  There  are  plans  to  publish  this  individual  in  the  scientific  literature 

•  It  is  part  of  a  group  of  plants  (manzanitas)  that  have  ethnic  appreciation,  and  that  has 
wildlife  value 

•  The  tree  was  nominated  by  and  has  the  support  of  the  property  owner 


Respectfully  submitted, 
Mike  Boss 

Chair,  Landmark  Tree  Committee  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 


SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

■  A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■  A  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  their 
property.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an 
internal  approval  process  before  nominating  a  tree. 

■  The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks 
Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  the  head  of  a  City  department 
or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree. 

■  A  member  of  the  public  may  approach  a  property  owner,  Board 
of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  or  the  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency 
about  nominating  a  tree. 


Things  to  consider  when  you  nominate  a  landmark  tree 

■  A  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark 
tree,  tf  you  are  a  private  property  owner,  you  will  need  a 
landmark  tree  removal  permit  from  DPW.  If  you  are  City  and 
County  department,  your  department  will  hold  a  public  hearing 
and  then  decide  whether  or  not  to  approve  a  tree  removal. 

■  All  trees  need  proper  maintenance  from  a  professional  arborist 
including  mature  and  notable  trees. 

■  The  property  owner  is  liable  for  all  issues  that  may  arise  with  a 
landmark  tree.  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  does  not 
assume  liability  by  conferring  landmark  status  on  a  tree. 


^34 


SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a  landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

■  An  authorized  nominator  is  a  Supervisor,  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency,  Planning 
Commissioner,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member,  or  property  owner. 

■  The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree. 

■  The  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a  tree. 

A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 
A  member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a  tree. 


I  am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 
JP^      Property  owner 

□  Board  of  Supervisor  member  ,  , 
LJ      Head  of  a  city  department  or  agency 

O      Planning  Commission  member 

□  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 

Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


Property  owner: 


Name 

U5L  Pa^^r  -MfrmuE 


Address 


2£  OA 


Address 

 im 

Phone  (day) 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department/Agency): 

Name 

 X 

Address 


Fax# 


Fax# 


Email 


Email 
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property  owner  or  an  authorized  nominator  and  I  support  this  nomination. 


Signature 
_  Date 


I  am  the  property  owner  and  I  grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on 
the  property  with  adyance  notice,  cmd  i/ufth  me.  |>fle6e(frre 

 Signature 


mk  S^fflg  Date 


tree  description       vU  «ic        (second  Q:efrie  pejj&i\£)  , 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):    Arcfa  S^n^YiyioS  \\  1 5  pi  da  W/  MoWM  5  PlW^ 

Number  of  trees:    0b\£  6)  

Street  address:      /  /iT  PAR&KR  MJ^HOB  j  Sr,  OA  WK$ 
Location  of  Tree:         □  Front  yard  Ji^Rear  yard    □  Side  yard    □  Corner-side  yard 

□  Public  right-of-way  □  Public  lands  □  Not  sure 

□  Other:  


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL): 


Height  ^  feet 

Average  canopy  width1  -S"  feet 

Circumference  at  chest  level2   inches 

Circumference  at  ground  level3   inches 

1  Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2  Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  _        i«w.isa-arb r.com/nnfc cafcfons/tr&e-Qrd/h 

3  Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree. 
Please  check  the  applicable  criteria  boxes  and  provide  additional  information  about  each  component.  If 
you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

J^Rare  Hie  ov\y one,  -fa  etevstiK  ^        Aw  J  Cciurty  *f  San  TrWiOiS  Co . 

Size  or  Age  vj.       *  /  vj 

D  Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 

Cultural/Historical  Value 

Significant  historical  or  cultural  association  with  person,  place,  event 

□  Significant  ethnic  appreciation  ^  ? 

□  Neighborhood  appreciation  oHree____  -  U  i  sferie&X 

"Q^Part  of  planting  that  c^neslielgTiDorhood  character 

lX Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media  ^—  W 

Key  Location 

□  High  traffic  area 
^i,oNl£  □  Low  tree  density  area 

□  Extends  between  several  properties 

□  Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 


Updated  on  June  19, 2007 


Ecology 

^Hjmportant  wildlife  habitat 

□  Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 

□  Erosion  control 

□  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic  ,      <     i  l  ,    -t-  us/S^irte. 

TBI  Prominent  landscape  feature  Svtc^AaT  \a  blOO'M  +  w/irurn> 

J^Character  defining  form 
TreeCpndition 

jpal'0  apparent  problems    □  Minor  problems       □  Major  problems      □  Extreme  problems 

Tree  Condition 
O  Root  issues 

□  Mushrooms  (trunk  or  base  of  tree) 
D  Trunk  wounds  or  cracks 

Q  Trunk  cavities 

D  Broken  or  dead  branches 

D  Crowded  or  crossing  branches 

□  Pest  or  disease  problem 

□  Previous  construction  that  may  have  damaged  tree 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  historical  importance  due  to  an  association  with  a  building,  structure,  site,  , 
^street,  person  or  event.  Hi  £fo  neatly,  M&frw  $M.tiet>  of  Utok&tfitfH/  um^rvt^^  IKmz^UW? 

&AA<L<im+  -H>-#ie4«rnA«A  (boAVbkhxi.  tod.  %jl  ewwhj  rawdc  j&my,yms  &  t^ov&i 


Describe  now/why  the  tree  is  a  defining  or  meaningful  feature  of  a  neighborhood.  .    i^  „  l  v~,  \  J-h  ll 

Tte  mam**i-h  i6  ^  rel^/vxwncutf  ^iff^J^ 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  ecological  value  like  wildlife  habitat  and  erosion  control.    ^  >>  j  ' 

hMk<p  ok  wist  ^mMycUrk.%umyimk^eB  i^cuM  a.  h<4\\muln  ^ 

Describe  any  tree  health  or  structure  issues. 

M?rt£  ifid-  "X  as    n«g<#fil/^«  l^cfelWta^  Viimity, 
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If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form.  ^cosc  w.eve*~  cLm^  ^\nl5  So  4^1  <S  (5  Ulkoc^ 

arw  bnive^^y'^    "LaUHmnt'a,  ^e?/kelci/,   c  rr<W*i  uoucW-  Specimen 
A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form.  '  G6i\.€U>\^-d* 

£ee  a-Hxicdecl       l/ieou  avid-  ctaseo-p  pkates. —  £f*<rfuiteS. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 


Send  to:  Attn:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102    3  55V  3  7QQ 
OR  environment@sfgov.org 

Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a  "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information 
relating  to  the  conduct  of  the  public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local 
agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics."  Govt.  Code  §  6252(e).  The  Sunshine 
Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the  Public  Records 
Act.  Admin  Code  §  67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this 
document  is  a  public  record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the 
San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8.16,  67.7  (b), 
and  67.21(a). 


FOR  STAFF  USE  ONLY 

Application  received  date 

Received  by 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Suoervisors  Decision 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Title  recorded  date 
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San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  has 
developed  these  criteria  for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within 
its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the  same  community  importance  that  a 
street  or  park  tree  would. 

Rare:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  (known  or  estimated). 

Historical  association:  Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Ethnic  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

>  1 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor 
gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  video  media  coverage. 

High  traffic  area:  High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  High  visibility. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential). 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Character  defining  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Tree  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Evaluator's  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  March  19,  2008 
Scientific  name:  Manzanita  hispidula 
Common  name:  Howell's  Manzanita 
Street  address:  115  Parker  Ave 
Cross  streets:  Euclid 

Rare:     /      Rare   Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment: 

Size:   Large   Medium       /  Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  7  Vz  tall,  9'  spread,  3"  caliper  to  trunk 

Age:     Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 

Comment:  Hard  to  say.  Could  be  very  old,  though  the  homeowner  informed  me  that  this  plant  has 
grown  significantly  in  the  decade  and  a  half  since  the  ivy  which  covered  it  was  removed. 

Historical  Association:  /      Yes   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  The  building  was  the  Laurel  Hill  Cemetery  Groundskeeper's  home. 

Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  I  don't  know 

Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes  /    None  apparent 


Urban  Forestry  Council  2 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 

related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   Yes  /  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  It's  a  backyard  tree  and  isn't  visible  from  the  public  right  of  way.  It  is  a  nice 
feature  in  the  yard,  but  it  doesn't  necessarily  create  a  sense  of  place  on  its  own. 

Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  /  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  The  property  owner  informs  me  that  the  Manzanita  is  being  researched  and  will  be 
included  in  a  publication  when  genetic  testing  is  completed.  The  publication  will  be  through  SF  State. 

High  traffic  area:   Yes  /  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe: 

Low  tree  density:   Low  /    Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:   Yes  /  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
Describe: 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way;   Yes  /  No 

High  visibility. 
Describe: 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  /    Yes   No 

It's  a  native  plant  and  provides  food  for  insects  and  birds. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees;   Yes  /  No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe: 

Erosion  control:  Yes  /  No 


Urban  Forestry  Council  3 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe:  Again,  sidewalk  tree. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes  /  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 

Prominent  landscape  feature:   Yes  /  No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 

Character-defining  form:  /    Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  The  Manzanita  is  growing  low  and  spreads  along  the  ground  somewhat.  It  has  been  propped 
up.  It  appears  to  be  a  typical  growth  pattern  for  this  plant  in  the  wild. 

Tree  condition:  /    Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe: 

Additional  comments 

The  Manzanita  is  rare,  healthy  and  attractive.  My  concerns  with  this  nomination  are  that  they  plant  is 
small  and  given  its  low,  as  opposed  to  upright,  form  I  don't  know  if  its  tall  enough  to  be  considered  a 
tree  as  opposed  to  a  shrub. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Land  mark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  mid  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810.  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.   When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluator's  name:  < 


Date  of  evaluation: 


Scientific  name:  HXlMt  S £=|3 ^  i\  \  <yO  \A  O  \  f\ 
Common  name:  .      M&ir-CUS  *T~2  


Street  address: 
Cross  streets:  _ 


IIS'"         (V<  bt..  fori 


Rare:      f-  Rare  Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:     ^^>X^Lj  Uj     &>~<_  t  j>      jC  Sp  ~> 


Size:    Large   Medium       i/_  Small 

Notable  size  (height  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  C   U^yL  ft 


Age:     j/_  Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:  C-0p>(<.  f3  M^V-^  •  

_ 

Historical  Association:              V  Yes                None  apparent 
Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Y7 


Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  saradl  Criteria 


I 


Yes  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciat  ion:   


Neighborhood  appreciation:   _  Yes  A.  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attacl 
Describe: 


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  Yes  No 


Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution: 


l?i!gj!jlMJB...^.....P.^^^^a^081  or  filfa&E  wieclta:   Yes  _Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate, 

Describe  coverage:    '  M-^v^IiVn,  l/ff-SC-ly  


H ig; h  traffic  area:  Yes 


High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe: 


Low  tree  density:  Low  %/  Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe: 


pie  properties:  _      Yes  \f  No 


High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
Describe: 


YS 


uroan  roreswy 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Acces$ii?M,,fron|  public  right^f-way:   Yes  ^(_No 

High  visibility. 
Describe:  


im§K«lM^  _  _Yes  _No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  group  of  treesi   Yes  _^_No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:  


Erosion  control:   Yes 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 


Describe: 


No 


Wmjlj&L3msAMimL-        ,  Yes 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 


Prominent  landscape  feature:   Yes  _Y.No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  


Character^efmingjtorm:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:   


Orban  Forestry-  Council  4 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Tree  condition:    Good        V  Poor     ,   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe:     ffi^'V""  "M  O^j.    f^*&  .$-ffir^  *>*$rk**kw 

h^ir   fyw.lt  -  Sens*. .  l&KoV  (j^jjL    4\<tL^L.  f^b-/s4... 

Additional  comments 


I 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.   When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation,  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluator's  name: 
Date  of  evaluation 
Scientific  name- 


Common  name:  .   Mc^  X   /  ^  4/t         t  /  J  / 


Street  address: 
Cross  streets: 


Rare:   _  Rare   Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment: 


Small 


Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  widt  h)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment: 


Age:      \/  Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:        /A        <£>  C  ^  J ^'C'J   


Historical  Association:  Yes  *    None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  £>i.-"  /  /v^T  7  • 

 ^  „„     „  _        „   _   ^_  ,  '_  '   t\^"  * 


6i 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

E thnic  appreciation:    Yes  Jt     None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  <:'^o  /(  ^Ow'^  £   


i 


Neighborhood  appreciation:         _  Yes         V  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 

related  to  tree.  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 


/ 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   Yes  |/  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  j>c/7        A^'/HAl       /  a  ^/tttA 


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:        {/  Yes         _  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  A  ( O'P-  $  £        (k       ~?C>       ^  ^^h/j , 


Eigh  traffic  area:   Yes  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe: 


Law  tree  density:   Low  \y  Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  ;  


Extends  between  multiple  properties:  _  _  Yes    *     V  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
Describe: 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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/ 
/ 
/ 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:           Yes  .        V  No 

High  visibility. 

Describe:   


Important  w  ildlife  habitat:   Yes   No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


I  nterdependent  group  of  trees:  _  _Yes  V  No 

This  tree  forms  a  supereanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:   


Erosion  control:   Yes  \/  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes  \/  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe:     


Prominent  landscape  feature:   Yes  A/__No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  

   /_ 

y 

Character-defining  form:   Yes  jx  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:   


S3 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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Tree  condition:  Good   Poor  .  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe:  /VM^>lJL  /9'x:7>^6  S  ,, 

 -  Aff^l^     '  7HtiC7V\  

Additional  comments 


~/%~Fp<    ~£y/&&hu(  ~~>^Tr&z  Jr? 

msf^    


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Evaluator's  name:  Carolyn  Blair 
Date  of  evaluation:  April  2.  2008 

Scientific  name:  Arctostaphylos  hispidula  I  

Common  name:  Howell  Manzanita  

Street  address:  1 1 5  Parker  Street  

Cross  streets:  Euclid  

Rare:    X  Rare   Uncommon   Common   Other 

Comment:  Could  be  the  only  Howell  Manzanita  in  San  Francisco.  Also  considered  a  rarity  in 
California,  but  documented  in  Humboldt  http://www.calflora.org/cgi- 
bin/species  query. cqi?where-calrecnum=558 
Size:   Large   Medium   Small  X_ 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  Interesting  trunk  formation,  mostly  horizontal,  like  a  Japanese  style  tree. 

Age:     80    Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced    X  Significantly  advanced 

age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:  Do  not  know  the  exact  age- 
Historical  Association:  X      Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  The  property  originally  was  part  of  a  historic  cemetery;  the 
house  could  be  from  the  late  1800's  according  to  current  owner.: 

Ethnic  appreciation:  Yes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  Don't  know- 
Neighborhood  appreciation:  X  Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent 
or  related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  Soon  to  be  published  as  a  new  location  of  a  rare  species  of  Manzanita. 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   Yes  X  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  X  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  f 
High  traffic  area:   Yes  X  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe:  Backyard  tree. 

Low  tree  density:   Low   Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:   Yes  X  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:   Yes  X  No 

High  visibility. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes  X  No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 
Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes  X  No 

This  tree  forms  a  super  canopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:   Yes  X  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes  X  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Prominent  landscape  feature:  X  Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  Interesting  shaped  trunk  structure. 

Character-defining  form:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 
Describe:  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  find  it  a  very  pleasing  shape- 
Tree  condition:  X    Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 
Describe:  I  am  not  an  expert,  but  it  looked  in  good  health  to  me  and  well  cared  for. 

Additional  comments:  The  UFC  has  vet  to  describe  or  define  what  a  tree  is.  This  species  is 
known  for  its  unusual  form  low  to  the  ground.  "Manzanita:  California  has  been  charmed  by  its 
graceful,  twisted  limbs.  Some  people  even  refer  to  it  as.  "mountain  driftwood,"  because  its 
branches  and  trunk  have  that  same  look  as  wood  long-sculpted  by  ocean  waves.  They  make 
wonderful  accent  pieces  in  the  native  garden  and  are  beautiful  in  Oriental  gardens,  as  well. 
An  evergreen,  its  trunks  branch  close  to  the  ground. 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole 
3/10/08 

FILE  NO.    071672  ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Public  Works  Code  -  landmark  trees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  to  make 
clarifying  changes,  establish  hearing  notice  provisions,  and  extend  the  term  of 
temporary  designation  of  nominated  landmark  trees;  and  making  environmental 
findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman: 

deletions  are  strikethrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 

the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.         071672   and  is  incorporated  herein  by 

reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  810,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  810.  LANDMARK  TREES. 

(a)   Designation  Criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  develop  and  recommend  for- 
adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Resolution  No.  440-06.  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
File  No.  060487,  adopted  uniform  criteria  for  the  designation  of  landmark  trees,  which  criteria 
skati  included  consideration  of  the  age,  size,  shape,  species,  location,  historical  association, 
visual  quality,  er-and  other  contribution  to  the  City's  character,  as  set  forth  Section 
81 0(f)(4)(A)--(E)  below.  Upon  adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supcnisors,  the  TTn^designation  criteria,. 
which  maybe  amended  from  tune  to  time,  shall  apply  to  all  trees  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Pending  adoption  of  criteria  for  designation  of  landmark  frees, 
the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  affected  City  departments,  and  the  Board  of  Supenisors  shall  rely  on  the 
general  criteria  set  forth  in  Section  810(f)(4)(A)  (E). 
(b)  Designation  Process. 

(1)  Nominations.  A  tree  may  be  nominated  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree  by  any 
of  the  following  parties:  (i)  the  property  owner  whose  property  contains  the  subject  tree  by  a 
written  request  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  (ii)  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  adoption  of  a 
motion  declaring  tho  intent  to  nominate  a  troo  for  landmark  status  or  thotj;  Planning 
Commission,^  or  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  by  adoption  of  a  resolution  of  intent 
to  nominate  a  tree  for  landmark  status;  or  (iii)  the  director  of  any  City  agency  or  department  by 
filing  a  nomination  letter  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Each  tree  nominated  for  landmark 
tree  status  shall  be  the  subject  of  a  separate  individual  nomination.  ^ 

(2)  Content  of  Nominations.  Nominations  shall  be  made  in  writing  to  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  and  shall  include  the  basis  for  the  nomination,  which  may  address  one  or 
more  of  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  including  the  factors  listed  below  in  Section 
810(f)(4)(A)-(E)  below;  the  lot,  assessor's  block,  and  street  address  of  the  subject  property; 
one  or  more  pictures  of  the  tree;  and  any  other  information  that  the  nominating  property  owner 
or  entity  believes  would  be  pertinent  to  the  nomination. 

(3)  Urban  Forestry  Council  Hearing  and  Determination.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 
shall  hold  a  public  hearing  on  a  nomination  within  60  days  of  receipt  of  a  completed 
nomination  request,  and  shall  determine  Whether  the  tree  qualifies  as  a  landmark  tree 
pursuant  to  the  adopted  designation  criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  meet  at  least 
twice  annually  to  consider  such  nomination  requests.  After  the  conclusion  of  the  public 
hearing,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  adopt  written  findings  that  specify  the  basis  for  its 
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decision  to  approve  or  reject  the  nomination  and  shall  forward  these  findings  to  the  applicant 
for  the  nomination  and  the  affected  property  owner.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines 
that  the  subject  tree  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  it  shall  forward  said  decision  to 
the  Director,  as  to  a  tree  on  private  property,  or  to  the  subject  City  agency,  commission  or 
department,  as  to  a  tree  on  City-owned  property.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejects  the 
nomination,  the  Council  shall  not  accept  a  new  request  for  the  subject  tree  for  three  years 
from  the  date  of  its  decision.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines  that  a  tree  qualifies  as 
a  landmark  tree,  its  written  findings  on  the  nomination  shall  be  forwarded,  along  with  any 
recommendations  of  relevant  City  agencies,  commissions  or  departments,  shall  be  forwarded 
within  30  days  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  its  consideration  pursuant  to  Section  810(b)(4) 
of  this  Article.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  fails  to  forward  said  findings  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  within  90  120  days  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  receipt  of  the  nomination 
request,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may,  in  its  discretion,  schedule  a  public  hearing  on  the 
nomination,  in  which  event,  the  failure  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  forward  said  findings 
within  the  90  1 20  day  period  shall  constitute  its  approval  of  the  nomination. 

(A)  If  the  nominated  tree  is  on  private  or  public  property,  the  Council  shall  provide 
mailed  or  delivered  notice  of  the  hearing  to  the  subject  property  owner  and  all  property  owners  and 
residents  adjoining  the  sub  ject  property  where  the  tree  is  located  at  least  seven  (7)  days  prior  to  its 
hearing.  The  Council,  in  its  discretion,  also  may  provide  delivered  notice  of  the  hearing  to 
residents  adjoining  the  subject  property,  posted  notice,  or  both. 

  (B)  If  the  subject  property  exceeds  one  (I)  acre  in  size,  the  Council  shall  provide  posted 

notice  in  lieu  of  the  mailed  or  delivered  notice.  Such  notice  shall  be  posted  on  at  least  two  locations 
on  each  block  face(s)  tangent  to  the  sub  ject  property  at  least  seven  (7)  days  prior  to  its  hearing. 
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 (C)  If  the  Council  either  delivers  or  posts  notice  in  accordance  with  these  provisions. 

staff  assigned  to  this  task  shall  sign  an  affidavit,  accompanied  with  any  supporting  material,  stating 
when  and  where  the  notice  was  delivered  or  posted. 

(4)  Designation.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  bv  ordinance,  may  designate  as  a  "landmark  tree"  any  tree  within  the  territorial 
limits  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  that  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  or 
may  rescind  such  designations.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  does  not  issue  findings  in  a 
timely  manner  pursuant  to  Subsection  (b)(3),  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  adopt  its  own 
findings  as  part  of  the  designation  of  a  landmark  tree. 

(c)  Landmark  Tree  Designation  Recorded  Notice  and  Official  Book.  Upon  Board  of 
Supervisors  designation  of  a  landmark  tree,  the  Department  or  affected  agency  shall  record  a 
notice  on  the  subject  property  concerning  the  landmark  tree.  The  Department  also  shall 
record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  an  official  book  entitled  Landmark  Trees.  If  the 
landmark  tree  is  a  street  tree  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of  the  Department,  the 
Department  shall  record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  a  separate  section,  of  the  Landmark 
Tree  book  that  is  reserved  for  those  landmark  trees  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of 
the  Department.  The  Department  shall  maintain  this  book  for  public  review  and  update  it  on  a 
regular  basis  with  the  assistance  of  affected  agencies. 

(d)  Temporary  Designation  of  Landmark  Tree  Status. 

(1)  At  the  time  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  introduces  a  resolution  of  motion 
declaring  the  resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  a  nomination  and  submits  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  the  information  required  for  a  landmark  tree  nomination  request  as  set  forth  in 
Section  810(b)(2),  the  subject  tree  shall  be  temporarily  designated  as  a  landmark  tree 
("temporary  designation")  and  be  subject  to  the  provisions  governing  landmark  trees  set  forth 
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herein  while  proceedings  are  pending  on  the  landmark  tree  designation.  At  the  time  the 
Planning  Commission  or  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  adopts  a  resolution  of  intent 
to  initiate  a  nomination,  temporary  designation  of  the  subject  tree  shall  occur.  If  the  Director  of 
the  Department  or  the  director  of  any  other  City  agency,  commission  or  department  initiates 
landmark  tree  designation,  temporary  designation  shall  occur  when  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  adopts  a  resolution  determining  that  the  subject  tree  qualifies  for  landmark  tree  status. 
In  addition,  the  Director  of  the  Department  shall  have  the  authority  to  issue  an  emergency 
order  that  temporarily  designates  a  tree  on  private  property  or  on  any  property  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Department  to  prevent  the  immediate  removal  of  a  tree.  Upon  initiation  of  a 
nomination  pursuant  to  this  Section,  the  entity  initiating  nomination  shall  immediately  inform 
the  Director  who  shall  immediately  cause  a  notice  to  be  provided  to  the  relevant  department 
or  private  property  owner  informing  them  of  the  special  permit  and  approval  requirements 
pursuant  to  Section  81 0(f). 

(2)  If  4S9  215  days  have  elapsed  from  the  date  of  temporary  designation  and  final 
action  on  landmark  tree  designation  has  not  been  completed,  the  temporary  designation 
status  for  the  subject  tree  shall  expire  unless  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopts  a  resolution  to 
extend  the  temporary  designation.  Such  extension  shall  not  exceed  90  additional  days. 

£3)_Although  the  subject  tree  ultimately  may  be  designated  as  a  landmark  tree 
sometime  after  expiration  of  temporary  designation  status,  once  the  temporary  designation 
has  expired  or  is  rejected  as  set  forth  below  in  Subsection  (5).  the  affected  tree  shall  not  be 
subject  to  a  new  temporary  designation  for  at  least  two  years  from  the  date  of  temporary 
designation. 

[4)_The  215-day  term  of  temporary  designation  or  any  additional  term,  if  extended  through 
Board  of  Supervisors  action  pursuant  to  this  Section,  shall  automatically  be  extended  30  additional 
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days  from  the  date  the  Mayor  either  signs  the  ordinance  designating  the  subject  tree  as  a  landmark  tree 
or  the  l(fh  day  after  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  refers  said  ordinance  to  the  Mayor  and  the  ordinance  is  not 
signed  or  vetoed. 

(5)  If  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rejects  a  resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  nomination  of  a 
tree  or  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejects  a  nomination  under  subsection  (b)(3),  the 
temporary  designation  shall  automatically  terminate. 

(e)  Zoning  Administrator.  The  Zoning  Administrator  shall  be  required  to  identify 
designated  landmark  tree(s)  on  proposed  development  or  construction  sites  and  to  notify  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  Department  or  affected  City  agency,  commission  or 
department.  The  Zoning  Administrator  and  the  Department  or  such  other  City  Agency, 
commission  or  department  with  jurisdiction,  shall  be  required  to  impose  measures  to  protect 
such  landmark  trees  on  a  construction  site  against  damage  to  trunk,  roots,  and  branches  in 
accordance  with  Section  808(c)  of  this  Article.  Removal  of  such  trees  shall  be  subject  to  the 
rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  landmark  trees  provided  in  this  Section. 

(f)  Removal  Criteria  and  Procedures. 

(1)  Removal  Criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  develop  and  recommend  for 
adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  uniform  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  governing 
determinations  to  remove  landmark  trees.  Removal  criteria  shall  require  consideration  and 
written  findings  on  all  of  the  factors  related  to  the  landmark  tree  as  set  forth  in  Section 
810(g)(4),  below,  and  shall  not  authorize  the  removal  of  a  landmark  tree  unless  the  it 
constitutes  a  hazard  tree  pursuant  to  Section  802(o).  Public  notice,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  Section  806(a)(2),  and  a  hearing  shall  be  required. 

(2)  Removal  on  Private  Property;  Special  Permit  Required.  A  property  owner  who 
desires  a  permit  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  shall  apply  to  the  Department  on  the  designated 
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form.  Such  application  must  be  accompanied  by  an  administrative  fee  in  accordance  with  a 
fee  schedule  adopted  by  the  Director.  Except  in  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and  immediate 
necessity,  landmark  trees  on  private  property  shall  be  removed  only  after  the  Director's 
determination  and  issuance  of  a  permit,  following  a  public  hearing.  If  the  Director  determines 
that  removal  of  a  landmark  tree  is  necessary  or  permissible  in  accordance  with  the  adopted 
removal  criteria,  the  Director  may  impose  such  reasonable  conditions  on  the  permit  for 
removal  as  he  or  she  deems  necessary  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  the  tree,  including  but 
not  limited  to  the  replacement  value  of  the  tree,  administrative  costs,  and  contribution  to  the 
Adopt-A-Tree  Fund.  The  Director's  determination  shall  be  final  and  appealable  to  the  Board  of 
Appeals.  Any  person  seeking  permission  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  must  pay  all  costs  related 
to  the  permit  process  and  public  hearings.  Pending  adoption  of  criteria  for  removal  of 
landmark  trees,  the  Department  shall  rely  on  the  general  criteria  set  forth  in  Section 
810(f)(4)(A)--(F). 

(3)  Removal  on  City-owned  Property;  Special  Approval  Required.  Removal  of  a 
landmark  tree(s)  on  City  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  City  agency,  commission,  or 
department  shall  be  subject  to  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  adopted  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1),  above,  including  the  process  for  public  notice  and  a 
hearing  prior  to  removal  of  the  tree.  After  following  said  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures,  the 
subject  City  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  make  its  decision  on  removal  of  a 
landmark  tree(s).  Such  decision  is  final  and  nonappealable.  Pending  the  Board  of 
Supervisor's  adoption  of  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1),  the 
agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  follow  the  general  criteria  of  Subsection  (f)(4)(A')-(F) 
and  similar  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  street  trees  as  set  forth  in  Section  806(c)  and 
for  removal  of  hazard  trees  as  set  forth  in  this  Section  806(a)(4).  This  Subsection  shall  not 
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supercede  the  Charter  jurisdiction  that  has  been  granted  to  any  City  agency,  commission,  or 
department. 

(4)  Required  Findings.  As  part  of  any  determination  that  authorizes  removal  of  any 
landmark  tree,  the  City  entity  making  such  determination  shall,  in  addition  to  the  adopted 
removal  criteria,  consider  and  make  written  findings  on  each  of  the  following  factors  related  to 
the  tree: 

(A)  Size,  age,  and  species; 

(B)  Visual  characteristics,  including  the  tree's  form  and  whether  it  is  a 
prominent  landscape  feature; 

(C)  Cultural  or  historic  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  has  significant 
ethnic  appreciation  or  historical  association  or  whether  the  tree  was  part  of  a  historic  planting 
program  that  defines  neighborhood  character;  ( 

(D)  Ecological  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  provides  important 
wildlife  habitat,  is  part  of  a  group  of  interdependent  trees,  provides  erosion  control,  or  acts  as 
a  wind  or  sound  barrier; 

(E)  Locational  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  is  in  a  high  traffic  area 
or  low  tree  density  area,  provides  shade  or  other  benefits  to  multiple  properties,  and  is  visually 
accessible  from  the  public  right-of-way;  and 

(F)  One  or  more  criteria  that  qualify  the  tree  as  a  hazard  tree  pursuant  to 
Section  802(o). 

(5)  Emergency  Removal  on  Private  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and 
immediate  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  Director,  the  Director  may  remove  or  require  the 
responsible  owner(s)  to  remove  a  landmark  tree  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal, 
the  Director  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  for  such  action  to  the  Board  of 

( 
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Supervisors  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all 
interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  to  the  owners  and 
occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  was 
removed.  If  the  Department  incurs  any  costs  related  to  an  emergency  removal,  said  costs, 
including  labor,  equipment,  materials,  inspection  services,  and  administrative  costs,  shall  be 
an  obligation  owing  by  the  responsible  owner(s)  to  the  City.  Removal  of  a  landmark  tree 
pursuant  to  this  Subsection  is  not  subject  to  Section  810(f)(4)  above. 

(6)  Emergency  Removal  on  City-owned  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and 
immediate  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  director  or  general  manager  of  the  subject  agency, 
commission,  or  department,  the  subject  agency,  commission,  or  department  may  remove  a 
landmark  tree  within  its  jurisdiction  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal,  the  subject 
agency,  department,  or  commission  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  of  such  action 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Department  of  Public  Works  and 
shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all  interested  San  Francisco  organization  and,  to  the  extent 
practical,  the  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face 
where  the  affected  tree  was  removed.  Removal  of  a  landmark  tree  pursuant  to  this  Subsection 
is  not  subject  to  Section  810(f)(4)  above. 

(g)  If  a  landmark  tree(s)  has  been  designated  as  part  of  a  local  historic  district  or 
landmark  under  Article  1 0  of  the  Planning  Code,  removal  of  such  tree  shall  be  subject  to  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  the  Planning  Code  Article  10  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
Subsection  810(f)  above.  In  the  case  of  a  conflict  between  Section  810(f)  and  the  Article  10 
designation,  the  more  restrictive  provisions  shall  apply. 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By:  ^^kJ^Al^T 
'  )hm  D.  Malamut  7 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  071672 


LEGISLATIVE  DIGEST 

[Public  Works  Code  -  landmark  trees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  to  make 
clarifying  changes,  establish  hearing  notice  provisions,  and  extend  the  term  of 
temporary  designation  of  nominated  landmark  trees;  and  making  environmental 
findings. 

Existing  Law 

Public  Works  Code  Section  810  established  a  procedure  for  the  nomination,  designation,  and 
removal  of  landmark  trees. 

Amendments  to  Current  Law 

This  legislation  would  make  various  clarifying  amendments  to  Section  810,  including 
recognition  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  and  Board  of  Supervisors'  adoption  of  landmark 
tree  designation  criteria.  The  Ordinace  would  add  noticing  provisions  for  Urban  Forestry 
Council  hearings  on  trees  nominated  for  landmark  status  and  would  extend  the  Council's 
review  period  from  90  to  120  days.  The  legislation  also  would  make  two  amendments 
concerning  the  temporary  designation  period  during  which  the  City  is  considering  whether  to 
confer  landmark  status  on  a  tree:  extension  of  this  period  from  180  to  215  days  and  extension 
for  an  additional  30  days  after  Mayoral  signature  on  a  landmark  tree  ordinance  so  that  the 
tree  does  not  lose  its  status  after  ordinance  adoption  but  prior  to  its  effective  date.  The 
Ordinance  also  would  terminate  temporary  designation  if  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rejects  a 
resolution  of  intent  to  nomiate  a  tree  for  landmark  status. 
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1  including  labor,  equipment,  materials,  inspection  services,  and  administrative  costs,  shali  be 

2  an  obligation  owing  by  the  responsible  owners)  to  the  City.  Removal  of  a  landmark  tree 

3  pursuant  to  this  Subsection  is  not  subject  to  Section  81 0(f)(4)  above. 

4  (6)  Emergency  Removal  on  CHy-owned  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and. 

5  immediate  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  director  or  general  manager  of  the  subject  agency, 

6  commission,  or  department,  the  subject  agency,  commission,  or  department  may  remove  a 

7  landmark  tree  within  its  jurisdiction  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal,  the  subject 

6  agency,  department,  or  commission  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  of  such  action 
9     to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Department  of  Public  Works  and 

10  shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all  interested  San  Francisco  organization  and,  to  the  extent 

11  .    practical,  the  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face 
where  the  affected  tree  was  removed.  Removal  of  a  landmark  tree  pursuant  to  this  Subsection 
is  not  subject  to  Section  810(f)(4)  above. 

(g)  If  a  landmark  tree(s)  has  been  designated  as  part  of  a  local  historic  district  or 
landmark  under  Article  10  of  the  Planning  Code,  removal  of  such  tree  shall  be  subject  to  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  the  Planning  Code  Article  1 0  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
Subsection  810(f)  above.  In  the  case  of  a  conflict  between  Section  810(f)  and  the  Article  10 
designation,  the  more  restrictive  provisions  shall  apply. 
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GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Notice 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  hold  a  public  hearing  on  (DAY,  DATE)  commencing  at 
(TIME)  in  (ROOM  NUMBER)  of  City  Hall,  located  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  to  consider  the  following: 


Landmark  tree  nomination  of  (NUMBER  OF  TREES) 
(SPECIES)  tree(s)  located  at  (LOCATION  OF  TREE). 
This  tree  has  been  nominated  by  (NOMINATOR). 


Interested  parties  are  encouraged  to  attend.  Persons  unable  to  attend  the  public  heating 
may  submit  written  comment  regarding  the  subject  matter  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
staff  person,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102.  These  comments  will  be  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Council  and  made  part  of  the  official  record. 

Further  information,  if  desired,  on  this  matter  may  be  obtained  prior  to  the  hearing  by 
phoning  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  at  (415)  355-3731. 


San  Francisco's  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Posted:  (DATE  POSTED) 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


DATE 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 


This  letter  has  been  sent  to  satisfy  noticing  requirements  set  forth  in  Public  Works  Code  section  810 
(b)(3)(A)  and  inform  you  of  the  upcoming  public  hearings  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  (UFC)  to 
discuss  and  take  action  on  the  nomination  for  landmark  status  of  the  following  tree(s): 

(Number  of  trees,  common  name,  species  name)  located  at  (address  and  assessor's  block  #) 

The  UFC  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a  public  hearing  on  this  tree  on  (Date)  at  (Time)  at 
(Address)  in  (Room  number). 

Following  this  hearing,  the  full  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  hold  a  public  hearing  on  this  tree  on  (Date) 
at  (Time)  at  (Address)  in  (Room  number). 


There  will  be  an  opportunity  for  public  comment  at  the  hearings. 


Copies  of  meeting  minutes  and  agendas  are  available  on  the  SF  Environment  website  at: 
http://www.sfenvironment.org/our_policies/overview.html?ssi^l6  or  by  contacting  Department  staff  at 
the  address  and  phone  numbers  listed  below. 

Please  feel  free  to  share  the  information  contained  in  this  letter  with  other  interested  parties. 


Respectfully, 

San  Francisco's  Urban  Forestry  Council 


Contact  Mei  Ling  Hui,  Urban  Forest  Coordinator,  for  more  information: 
meiling.hui@sfgov.org  or  (415)  355-3731 
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Department  ot  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
1  1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  •  Fax:  (415)  554-6393  •  Email:  environment@sfgov.org 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  REGULAR  MEETING 
DRAFT  MINUTES 

Tuesday,  April  22,  2008,  5:30  p.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  MAY  0  8  K 

W  f  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  SAN  FRANCISCO 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:58 
p.m.   Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert  (5:45),  Nervo,  Miller,  Quirke, 
Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Short;  Excused:  Members  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  March  28,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  Meeting  Minutes  were 
approved  without  objection  (Absent:  Members  Habert,  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Sustarich) 
(Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  March  28,  2008  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=78481 )  (DiSCUSSion  and  Action). 

3.  Hearing  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Council  will  hold  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  following  trees  meet  the  criteria  for  designation  as  landmark  trees 
(Discussion  and  Action): 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nominations  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will  forward 
approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

PRESENTER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 

Monterey  Cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa,  located  at  2626  Vallejo  Street,  Assessor's 
Block  0953,  Lot  006. 

Chair  Milne  described  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  process  for  designating  trees  for 
landmark  tree  status  in  San  Francisco.  It  was  explained  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
hears  details  and  specifics  of  the  case  and  makes  recommendations  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  Chair  Milne  indicated  that  the  Chair  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would  make  a 
report  and  then  the  nominee  and  the  public  would  be  given  an  opportunity  to  provide  comment. 

Member  Boss,  Chair  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  stated  that  one  of  three  actions  the 
Council  can  take  after  the  hearing  are  to  (1 )  vote  to  recommend  that  this  nomination  be 
approved  for  landmark  tree  status  to  be  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  (2)  vote  not  to 
recommend,  in  which  case  the  nomination  goes  no  further;  or  (3)  take  no  action  by  a  split  vote, 
and  it  would  still  go  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  without  recommendation.  It  was  explained  that 
the  Council  has  no  official  power  other  than  to  stop  a  nomination. 

Member  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  met  on  April  8th  to  consider  the 
landmark  nomination  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  at  2626  Vallejo  Street  and  voted  unanimously  (4- 
0)  to  recommend  landmark  tree  status.  Written  findings  of  the  Committee  were  presented  to  the 
Council  (Explanatory  Document:  Written  Findings  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmen  It  W3S 
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explained  that  the  tree  had  a  couple  of  potentially  unusual  features;  the  pruning  habit  was  not 
typical,  and  the  tree  had  a  low  branching  habit  but  was  not  considered  to  be  a  hazard.  The 
Committee  found  that  the  Monterey  Cypress  was  not  the  most  spectacular  Monterey  Cypress  in 
the  city,  is  not  the  biggest  and  oldest,  but  is  still  significant  or  unique  enough  to  qualify  the  tree 
for  landmark  status. 

Property  Owner  and  Nominator:  Ms.  Harriet  Heyman  described  the  neighbors  and  her 
discontent  with  the  original  aesthetic  of  the  tree  when  the  property  was  first  purchased  and 
described  the  subsequent  pruning  that  was  accomplished  in  order  to  make  the  tree  presentable. 
Ms.  Heyman  expressed  her  neighbors  and  her  happiness  with  the  current  appearance  of  the 
tree  and  indicated  it  is  a  central  design  feature  of  her  garden. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Monterey  Cypress 
at  2626  Vallejo  Street  was  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  with  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  findings  to  forward  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members 
Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Habert,  Nervo,  Miller,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Short)  (Absent: 
Members  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Sustarich).  (Explanatory  Document:  Final  Resolution 
Packet  (PDF)  http://webi.sfqov.orq/site/upioadedfiies/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res005-08- 

UFC2626VallejoLandmarkTreePacket.pdf). 

Howell's  Manzanita  (Manzanita  hispidula),  located  at  115  Parker  Avenue,  Assessor's 
Block  1064,  Lot  002. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  the  presence  of  the  Manzanita  at  1 15  Parker  Avenue  before  the 
Council  challenges  standards  and  assumptions  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  which  includes 
the  basic  understanding  of  what  is  a  tree,  what  does  large  mean,  and  what  the  intent  of  the 
Ordinance  is.  It  was  explained  that  the  definition  of  a  tree  as  defined  by  City  Code,  which  was 
adopted  in  the  Ordinance,  is  vague  and  after  preliminary  discussions  and  considerations  of  the 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  it  would  not  be  unreasonable  to  conclude  that  there  is  no  precise 
definition  that  could  or  should  be  applied  to  the  term  tree.  The  actual  definition  is  that  a  tree  is 
any  large  perennial  plant  having  a  woody  trunk  or  trunks,  branches  and  leaves.  There  is  an 
addendum  that  it  also  includes  palms  because  the  trunk  of  a  palm  tree  is  technically  not  wood. 

Member  Boss  asked  the  Council  to  consider  in  their  deliberation  in  this  particular  case  what 
would  separate  a  tree  from  a  shrub.  It  was  recommended  that  this  subject  be  considered  by  the 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  at  a  future  time.  It  was  explained 
that  aside  from  any  technical  definitions  of  a  tree,  there  are  other  considerations  such  as  what 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  intent  was  when  drafting  this  ordinance,  what  do  the  people  of  San 
Francisco  generally  consider  a  tree  to  be,  what  would  be  the  ramifications  of  the  work  of  the 
Council  and  other  agencies  within  the  city  in  general  if  a  broader  versus  a  narrower  definition  of 
a  tree  were  to  be  used. 

Member  Boss  discussed  the  rarity  of  the  tree  and  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Written 
Findings  as  described  in  the  Explanatory  Document:  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008AA/rittenFindinqs115Parker.doc.  It  W3S 

reported  that  the  Committee's  vote  was  split  two  to  two  and  was  forwarded  to  the  Council 
without  recommendation. 

Property  Owner  and  Nominator:  Ms.  Rose  Hillson  described  the  Manzanita  as  a  rare  and 
unique  tree  in  her  backyard  that  sits  in  the  center  of  the  rear  lot  line  of  her  property.  It  was 
explained  that  Ms.  Hillson's  side  yard  is  open  to  the  street  and  is  visible  from  the  street.  Ms. 
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Hillson  reported  that  the  Manzanita  is  rare  and  is  the  only  one  in  San  Francisco  based  on  the 
DNA  evidence  her  scientists  have  been  working  on.  It  was  reported  that  the  Manzanita  relates 
to  the  cemeteries  in  the  area  and  has  ethnic  appreciation  as  the  native  civilization  had  used  the 
Manzanita  for  food,  wood  for  making  houses,  and  dyes  to  color  their  basketry.  The  Manzanita 
is  visible  from  the  rear  with  at  least  six  neighbors  able  to  view  it.  It  defines  neighborhood 
character  from  its  association  with  cemeteries  that  used  to  be  in  the  area.  The  tree  is  in  great 
health  and  is  an  important  habitat  plant  for  birds  and  insects.  The  tree  has  good  position,  has 
character  defining  form,  and  is  a  beautiful  native  specimen.  It  was  explained  that  the  primary 
owner  was  a  Laurel  Hill  Cemetery  laborer  and  gardener,  and  if  he  had  planted  the  Manzanita 
when  he  started  gardening,  which  was  in  1900,  that  would  have  made  the  plant  108  years  old, 
but  no  one  really  knows  its  age. 

Public  Comment 

Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Consulting  Arborist,  spoke  in  support  of  landmarking  the  Manzanita  and 
indicated  that  the  plant  was  "tree  like"  and  does  not  see  any  problem  with  it  being  a  tree  as  it 
has  a  single  trunk.  Mr.  Leggitt  indicated  that  he  does  not  see  the  trunk  not  being  vertical  as  an 
issue  as  there  are  many  trees  that  do  not  have  vertical  trunks.  The  potential  for  this  plant  is  for 
it  to  grow  more  and  be  in  compliance  with  the  large  size  criteria  of  a  tree.  It  was  stated  that 
because  the  Manzanita  is  the  only  one  of  its  kind,  it  should  be  considered  for  landmark  tree 
nomination.  Mr.  Leggitt  indicated  that  it  is  biologically  healthy  and  does  not  see  problems  with 
the  tree.  It  has  a  full  balanced  canopy  of  foliage  and  is  vigorously  growing. 

Mr.  Tom  Parker,  Professor  of  Biology,  San  Francisco  State  University,  coauthor  for  the 
"Treatment  of  Manzanitas"  for  the  Floor  of  America  and  the  New  Jepson  Manual.  Mr.  Parker 
stated  that  Member  Boss  prepared  an  excellent  summary  and  added  that  the  plant  has  not  been 
completely  identified  yet  and  is  potentially  a  new  species  or  way  out  of  its  range  but  would  be 
normal  for  the  City.  It  is  definitely  not  a  plant  that  is  in  cultivation  that  you  can  go  to  a  nursery 
and  purchase,  and  suspects  that  it  is  native  to  the  location.  It  was  stated  that  Laurel  Hills 
Cemetery  was  the  type  locality  for  Manzanitas  in  the  city. 

Mr.  Mike  Vasey,  Lecturer  at  San  Francisco  State  University  and  a  biologist  that  has  been 
studying  this  group  for  many  years.  Mr.  Vasey  thanked  Member  Boss  for  an  excellent  summary 
of  the  discussion  at  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee.  It  was  stated  that  this  Manzanita  is  a  great 
mystery  that  is  an  individual  shrub,  tree  or  specimen  that  occurred  at  Laurel  Hills  Cemetery,  an 
area  where  another  species  endemic  to  San  Francisco  is  extinct,  the  Franciscan  Manzanita. 
Mr.  Vasey  appreciates  Ms.  Hillson's  efforts  to  conserve  the  specimen  and  supports  landmarking 
the  Manzanita  as  it  is  truly  a  unique  entity.  Mr.  Vasey  indicated  that  they  would  eventually  make 
a  determination  as  to  how  to  recognize  it,  but  indicated  that  the  additional  protection  and 
recognition  of  a  unique  legacy  of  our  natural  heritage  is  worthy  from  this  group. 

Member  Cohen  reported  that  the  intent  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  which  she  had  spent  a 
lot  of  time  working  on  was  to  define  a  tree  in  the  broadest  sense,  and  stated  that  landmark 
status  would  protect  the  Manzanita  in  the  future  if  property  owners  were  to  change.  Member 
Short  stated  that  the  Council  was  talking  about  whether  it  should  define  the  urban  forest  and 
whether  understory  plantings  as  part  of  the  urban  forest  should  be  considered.  Member  Short 
and  Member  Boss  recommended  that  the  Council  discuss  broadening  definitions  of  a  landmark 
tree  in  the  future. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Manzanita  at  115 
Parker  Avenue  was  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  with  Landmark  Tree 
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Committee  findings  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (AYES:  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen, 
Habert,  Nervo,  Miller,  Quirke,  Rodgers,  Sherk,  and  Short)  (NOE:  Chair  Milne)  (Absent: 
Members  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Final  Resolution 

Packet  (PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supportinq/2008/ResQ06-08- 
UFC115ParkerLandmarkTreepacket.pdf). 

4.  Election  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Officers  (Chair  and  Vice-Chair)  (Discussion  and  Action). 
Chair  Milne  reported  that  as  called  for  in  the  Council  Bylaws,  nominations  for  Chair  and  Vice- 
Chair  were  held  in  March  and  elections  are  to  be  held  in  April.  Nominations  that  were  made  at 
the  March  Council  meeting  were  for  Chair  Milne  (Chair)  and  Vice-Chair  Quirke  (Vice-Chair). 
Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  Chair  Milne  was  reappointed 
as  Chair  without  objection.  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers, 
Vice-Chair  Quirke  was  reappointed  as  Vice-Chair  without  objection.  (Absent:  Members 
Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Sustarich.) 

5.  Approval  of  Documents  for  Notification  of  Landmark  Tree  Hearings  and  Discussion  of 
Amendments  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  on  Landmark  Trees.  The  Council  shall 
discuss  Ordinance  Amendments  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  March  25,  2008  and 
vote  on  draft  notification  documents  approved  by  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Ordinance  amending  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  (PDF) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/PublicWorksCodeLandmarkTree 

sord.pdf.  Draft  Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Notices  (PDF) 

http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/DraftNoticesLandmarkTreeHrqs. 

pdf  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Ordinance  amendments  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  is  to 
streamline  and  speed  up  the  landmark  tree  process  and  to  create  a  notification  process  for 
landmark  tree  property  owners  and  adjacent  neighbors  that  includes  posting  notices  on  the  four 
corners  of  the  block  of  a  street  tree  nomination. 

Chair  Milne  presented  an  amendment  of  the  whole  to  the  letter  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/LandmarkTreeLtrAOH.pdf).  Member 

Blair  recommended  that  the  Council's  name  appear  on  top  of  the  letter.  Member  Rodgers 
suggested  that  if  the  Department  of  the  Environment  has  the  resources  available,  to  refer 
people  for  information  to  staff  members  that  could  translate  the  letter  in  languages  such  as 
Cantonese,  Mandarin  and  Spanish. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke  the  Amendment  of  the 
Whole  Letter  as  presented  by  Chair  Milne  was  approved  with  an  addition  of  Urban 
Forestry  Council  at  the  top  of  the  page  without  objection.  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair 
and  second  by  Member  Nervo  the  Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Notice  was  approved  without 
objection  (Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks,  Short,  and  Sustarich). 

6.  Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  amending  Section  1202  to 
reconstitute  the  membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  five  members  (Continued 
Discussion  from  the  March  28,  2008  Meeting). 

SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  a  few  Council  members,  the  Council  Coordinator,  two  of  Supervisor 
McGoldrick's  staff  members,  and  two  Department  of  the  Environment  staff  members  met  with 
Supervisor  McGoldrick,  the  sponsor  of  the  Ordinance.  It  was  explained  that  the  Supervisor  is 
interested  in  reducing  the  number  of  members  on  the  Council  by  not  including  Department 
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members.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Council's  Resolution  on  this  subject  was  transmitted  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  at  this  time,  the  legislation  was  before  the  Rules  Committee  and 
continued  to  the  Call  of  the  Chair.  Supervisor  McGoldrick  asked  for  suggestions  for  an 
amendment  from  meeting  attendees,  but  there  was  no  conclusion  at  that  time.  It  was  reported 
that  the  legislation  would  have  to  go  back  to  the  Rules  Committee  in  an  amended  form  to  be 
considered. 

Member  Miller  indicated  that  other  Supervisors  may  not  be  in  agreement  with  the  proposed 
amendment  and  stated  that  the  main  concern  was  member  attendance.  Member  Miller  asked 
Council  members  to  take  responsibility  for  their  attendance  at  meetings  and  to  step  down  if  they 
are  not  able  to  meet  attendance  requirements  and  make  the  Council  a  priority.  Member  Cohen 
discussed  the  history  of  the  creation  of  the  Council  and  reasons  for  its  present  infrastructure. 
Member  Cohen  felt  that  reducing  the  membership  would  be  a  detriment  to  the  mission  of  the 
Council.  Chair  Boss  also  felt  that  attendance  issues  had  to  be  addressed.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Cabrera  stated  that  the  Council  has  an  attendance  policy  with  a  reporting  requirement.  Ms.  Fish 
indicated  that  the  Council  Secretary  is  required  to  produce  an  annual  attendance  report  to 
submit  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor.  Member  Miller  suggested  that  the  Chair  or  Vice- 
Chair  talk  to  Council  members  that  have  missed  many  meetings  to  discuss  their  commitment. 

7.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 

programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  the  following  activities: 

•  A  landmark  tree  map  has  been  created  which  is  now  included  in  the  Department  of  the 
Environment's  landmark  tree  web  page. 

•  The  landmark  tree  page  has  been  updated  and  additional  updates  would  be  made  as 
requested  by  Council  members. 

•  Work  is  being  done  to  gather  images  of  all  landmark  trees. 

•  The  draft  noticing  requirements  that  were  approved  by  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
and  edited  and  approved  today  were  noticed  for  this  meeting  today-sample  reports  of 
the  addresses  notices  were  sent  to  are  available.  Looking  for  Supervisors  to  introduce 
these  new  landmark  trees. 

•  A  presentation  was  given  to  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  (LPAB)  on  the 
landmark  tree  program  and  ordinance  on  April  16  which  Chair  Milne  attended.  The 
LPAB  asked  about  a  set  of  trees  that  they  may  pursue  landmarking  in  the  courtyard 
near  the  band  shell  in  Golden  Gate  Park. 

•  Mr.  Andres  Power,  Project  Manager  for  the  Urban  Forest  Plan,  Planning  Department 
indicated  that  a  contractor  has  been  chosen.  Ms.  Hui  is  requesting  that  he  make  a 
future  presentation  either  to  the  Council  or  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee. 

•  The  Pruning  Guide  edits  have  been  submitted  and  edits  are  being  worked  on. 

•  A  new  revised  copy  of  the  pruning  guide  should  be  printed  within  the  next  couple  of 
months. 

•  An  arborist  has  been  secured  for  the  Annual  Pruning  Workshop.  The  lecture  will  be 
held  at  the  Koret  Auditorium  on  June  12  for  city  staff  only. 

•  An  arborist  training  class  will  be  offered  for  people  studying  to  take  the  arborist 
certification  exam  that  will  run  for  six  weeks  this  fall  on  Thursday  nights  in  the  Eco 
Center  at  1 1  Grove  St.-there  is  a  cost  to  attend. 
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•  Trees  were  given  away  to  Macy's  for  Earth  Day. 

•  The  Mayor's  Office  Greening  Director  has  agreed  to  speak  with  the  Council  tentatively 
next  month. 

Member  Blair  asked  if  the  Department  had  funding  available  to  put  signs  on  buses  to  preserve 
our  few  last  landmark  or  heritage  trees.  Ms.  Hui  reported  that  the  Council  does  not  have  the 
budget  at  this  time  and  indicated  that  one  of  the  objectives  in  the  coming  year  is  fundraising. 
Member  Cohen  recommended  that  the  pruning  workshop  be  also  taught  in  Spanish. 

8.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  May  15,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Member  Short  was  not  in  attendance  to  issue  a  report.  Chair  Milne  announced  that  there  was 
no  meeting  in  April. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  May  13,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Chair  Boss  had  no  further  business  to  report. 

9.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion). 

•    Chair  Milne  announced  that  the  Council  is  expecting  the  Mayor's  Office  Director  of 
Greening  to  make  a  presentation  at  the  May  meeting.  It  was  also  announced  that  this 
upcoming  Saturday  is  National  Arbor  Day  celebrated  in  all  the  other  49  states.  Chair  Milne 
asked  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  how  long  it  would  take  to  have  a  hearing  on  100  trees  if 
there  were  to  be  a  nomination  on  the  trees  in  the  courtyard  of  Golden  Gate  Park.  Deputy 
City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  the  Ordinance  requires  that  each  individual  tree  have  a 
separate  nomination  and  be  considered  separately.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  amendments  to 
the  current  legislation  could  be  suggested  in  order  to  revise  these  requirements. 

10.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion).  Member  Cohen  reported 
on  her  concern  that  every  tree  at  the  Filbert  Street  Steps  and  adjacent  steps  has  been  topped 
from  the  top  of  the  steps  to  the  bottom.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  an  investigation  would  be  done 
and  a  report  made  at  the  next  meeting.  Member  Boss  suggested  that  the  Council  consider  how 
to  hold  a  hearing  on  multiple  trees  at  the  next  meeting.  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  a  report 
be  issued  at  the  next  meeting  after  discussions  with  others  on  how  to  accomplish  this  rather 
than  have  a  separate  agenda  item. 

1 1 .  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this 
time. 

12.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  7:21  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment, 
11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by 
clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary 
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at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica. Fish@Sfqov.org.  


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Approved: 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  April  22,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting 

(Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  April  22,  2008  Regular  Meeting 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=80215)  (DiSCUSSion  and  Action). 

3.  Informational  Report  from  the  Mayor's  Office  Director  of  City  Greening  on  urban  forestry 
planning  and  funding  for  the  next  fiscal  year  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion). 

SPEAKER:  Astrid  Hayarti,  Director  of  City  Greening,  Mayor's  Office  of  Public  Policy  and 
Finance 

4.  Urban  Forestry  Council  budget  and  update  on  City  budget  proposals  and  cuts  that  may 
affect  urban  forestry  funding  (Discussion). 

SPONSOR:  Council  Chair  Terry  Short 
SPEAKER:  Council  Member  Carla  Short 

5.  Review  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Prioritized  Work  Plan  for  2008  for  selection  of  one  or 
more  items  to  begin  work  on  and  identify  action  steps  to  achieve  each  goal  (Explanatory 
Document:  Work  Plan  Prioritized  List  for  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/CouncilWorkPlan032808Mtq.do 

(Discussion). 

Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 
relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities  (Informational  Report 
and  Discussion). 

Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  June  19,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  June  10,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion). 

New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

Adjournment 


Public  Comment 


At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction 
of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of 
the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated 
that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the 
meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda. 
This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the 
Council  is  limited  to: 

1.  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center 
Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and 
#71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic 
Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent 
to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue 
adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the 
use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please 
contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if 
possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or 
related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional 
information. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights 
under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank 
Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102- 
4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
www.sfqov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report 
lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 
www.sfqov.org/ethics. 


Other  Important  Information 


The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or 
use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request 
to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  41 5-355-3709  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fish@Sfgov.org 
within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer 
recycled  or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  May  19,  2008 


Urban  Forestry  Council  2008  Work  Plan 


3/21/08 


Section  A-  Highest  Priority  Items: 

1 .  Urban  Forest  Plan  Priority  Action  Steps  as  agreed  to  by  the  Planning  and  Policy  Committee. 

2.  Research  other  agency  initiatives  on  planning,  construction,  and  capital  projects  and  how  they 
may  relate  to  the  urban  forest  in  terms  of  timing  and  scope.  Create  a  comprehensive  list  of 
citywide  urban  forest  activities  and  then  decide  what  the  most  important  areas  for  the  Council  to 
be  involved  with,  such  as  the  Better  Streets  Plan,  Wastewater  Management  Plan  and  Planning 
Department's  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan.  Work  with  bicyclists  and  pedestrians  to  create  better 
streets  and  study  the  relationship  of  trees,  pedestrian,  automotive,  and  bicycle  paths  of  travel.  If 
possible,  involve  interns  with  putting  together  a  baseline  of  citywide  activities  that  would  include 
a  short  description,  timelines,  funding  requirements  and  funding  sources.  Research  and  share 
ideas  from  other  countries. 

3.  Involvement  in  other  City  projects  that  Council  members  and  City  agencies  are  working  on; 
such  as  work  on  the  Islais  Creek  and  other  watersheds  in  San  Francisco.  Discussion  of  trees, 
uncovering  streams,  to  create  more  ecological  ways  to  create  drainage  and  aquifer 
replenishment,  study  different  kinds  of  greening  and  places  for  greening. 

4.  Involvement  in  large  public  projects  that  have  impact  on  the  urban  forest  so  that  trees  are 
protected  during  development  either  by  private  property  owners  or  developers.  Create 
requirements  for  no  net  loss  of  trees  on  private  and  public  property,  amend  Planning  Code 
Section  143  and  strengthen  other  relevant  codes  and  help  public  agencies  enforce  laws  so  that 
private  property  owners  and  contractors  do  not  damage  trees.  Focus  on  methods  of 
enforcement  on  protection  of  trees  including  examining  the  possibility  of  bonding  requirements. 

5.  Participation  in  requesting  funding  from  bonds  directed  towards  urban  forest  work  around  the 
state;  e.g.,  Proposition  84,  land  and  water  bond,  in  which  millions  of  dollars  are  allocated  for  the 
urban  forest  around  the  state  and  the  Recreation  and  Park  bond  allocated  to  the  urban  forest 
and  trail  restoration. 

6.  Crocker  Amazon  and  other  park  projects  to  install  artificial  turf  play  fields  that  resulted  and 
would  result  in  a  loss  of  trees.  Council  to  discuss  processes  used  in  approving  projects  and 
make  recommendations  on  MOU's.  Discuss  whether  public  and  private  entities  are  working 
well  together  in  the  interests  of  the  public.  Ensure  adequate  public  participation — what  role 
should  private  entities  play  in  the  stewardship  of  public  places.  Create  Resolutions  and  make 
presentations  to  Commissions  to  pay  attention  to  these  issues.  Discussion  of  City 
subcontracting  and  the  public  process.  Ensure  the  City  is  following  state  law  SB1277. 

7.  Work  on  funding  for  the  Council 

8.  Raise  awareness  and  funding  to  maintain  trees  that  are  being  planted  and  exist  in  the  City 
under  City  agency  management  with  the  public,  City  agencies,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and 
the  Mayor's  office. 

9.  Agree  to  a  definition  of  the  urban  forest  in  order  to  help  make  better  choices  for  work  plan 
selections. 

10.  Look  into  the  feasibility  of  requiring  a  certification  for  anyone  who  works  on  a  tree  under  City 
jurisdiction.  Consider  training  programs  for  the  public. 
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Section  B-  Secondary  Priority  Items: 

•  Work  on  City  policy  to  address  the  pine  pitch  canker.  Include  discussion  of  the  effects  on 

Monterey  pines  in  San  Francisco  and  City  resources  that  are  being  used  for  removal  and 
disposal  of  these  trees;  e.g.,  SFPUC  does  not  have  resources  to  attend  to  establishment 
and  planting  of  new  trees. 

•  Create  a  paradigm  shift  as  to  how  San  Francisco  urban  dwellers  see  our  streets, 

sidewalks,  trees,  underground,  and  aboveground  regarding  sidewalk  pocket  parks  and 
green  belts,  through  writing  articles,  etc. 

•  Expand  Recommended  Street  Tree  list. 

•  Create  a  citizen  public  outreach  campaign  on  an  annual  or  two-year  basis  to  heighten 

awareness  of  what  the  public's  role  should  be  in  relation  to  the  urban  forest.  Consider 
including  seasonal  tree  care  information. 


Section  C-  Lowest  Priority  items: 

•  Conduct  monthly  meetings  between  the  Council  Chair,  Ms.  Hui,  a  Board  of  Supervisors 

Representative  (preferably  the  Board  President),  and  the  Director  of  Greening  in  order  to 
discuss  the  Council's  activities  and  provide  monthly  updates. 

•  Review  last  year's  work  plan  for  carry-over  items  (MM). 

•  Discuss  Council's  interactions  with  other  City  Hall  agencies.  Increase  public  outreach 

through  written  articles  to  newspapers. 

•  Work  on  tree  recommendations  beyond  street  trees;  review  additional  tree  species  that 

might  be  larger  in  stature  or  native  species  that  aren't  as  large  that  are  not  appropriate 
for  streets  but  could  be  recommended  to  property  owners  as  property  backyard  trees  or 
to  agencies  that  have  land.  Create  companion  lists  to  the  current  street  tree  list  that 
include  an  open  space  list,  backyard  tree  list,  etc. 

•  Recommend  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  nominate  a  certain  number  of  trees  per  year 

(and  per  district)  for  landmark  status. 

•  Determine  the  role  of  the  Council  on  the  SF  Tree  Map  project. 

•  Recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  (1 )  regulate  or  impose  fines  when  major 

renovations  for  tree  plantings  do  not  follow  the  requirement  to  plant  20  feet  on  center 
and  (2)  charge  an  in  lieu  fee  for  capital  improvement  projects  run  by  the  city  when  trees 
are  removed  and  cannot  be  replaced.  The  fee  would  be  allocated  to  DPW  to  plant  trees 
in  an  alternate  location. 

•  Expand  the  Arbor  Day  celebration  to  include  pruning  guidelines  in  addition  to  planting. 

•  Encourage  more  media  and  publicity  surrounding  tree  maintenance/pruning.  Focus  on 

public  participation  and  education  (training  sessions)  on  tree  pruning  guidelines  in 
addition  to  planting.  Establish  fees  to  cover  costs  for  trainings  on  pruning  guidelines. 
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One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  SAN  FRANCISCO 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:16 
a.m.  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  Nervo, 
Rodgers,  and  Sherk;  Excused:  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Short,  and 
Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  April  22,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting 

(Discussion  and  Action).  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the 
April  22,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (Absent:  Members  Blair, 
Boss,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Short,  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved 

Minutes  Of  the  April  22,  2008  Regular  Meeting  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paae.asD?id=8021 5). 

3.  Informational  Report  from  the  Mayor's  Office  Director  of  City  Greening  on  urban  forestry 
planning  and  funding  for  the  next  fiscal  year  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion). 
SPEAKER:  Astrid  Haryati,  Director  of  City  Greening,  Mayor's  Office  of  Public  Policy 

and  Finance  - 

Council  Members  in  attendance  introduced  themselves  and  described  the  seats  they  hold  on 
the  Council. 

Excerpt  from  the  presentation: 

Ms.  Haryati  introduced  herself,  discussed  her  background  as  Assistant  to  the  Mayor  in  Chicago 
for  greening  initiatives,  and  described  her  responsibilities  as  Director  of  City  Greening  that 
includes  working  on  improvements  within  the  public  realm  of  the  streets  and  sidewalks  and 
parks  and  open  space  in  San  Francisco.  It  was  reported  that  urban  forestry  is  a  core  interest 
and  policy  of  this  administration  and  that  Ms.  Haryati  is  continuing  to  increase  her  knowledge 
about  opportunities  and  challenges  in  order  to  improve  the  current  program. 

Ms.  Haryati  discussed  ongoing  initiatives  to  support  urban  forestry  in  San  Francisco.  It  was 
stated  that  there  is  a  great  component  of  private  and  public  partnerships  in  San  Francisco 
working  to  improve  urban  forestry  growth  in  terms  of  quantity  and  quality.  The  "Trees  for 
Tomorrow"  program  (a  program  to  plant  25,000  trees  in  San  Francisco)  is  a  great 
accomplishment  to  date  and  will  continue  to  be  implemented  in  the  upcoming  fiscal  year.  One 
of  the  focus  areas  is  to  continue  to  identify  program  expansion  from  that  particular  program. 
Urban  forestry  staff  in  multiple  departments  and  partners  in  the  urban  forestry  program 
continue  to  underline  the  importance  of  maintenance  in  terms  of  quality  and  not  only  quantity 
so  that  the  initial  investment  will  be  maintained. 


Ms.  Haryati  explained  that  the  growth  of  canopy  cover  will  help  San  Francisco  in  addressing 
storm  water  challenges  and  is  happy  to  see  departments  working  together  to  improve  strategic 
planning  of  this  effort.  The  Better  Streets  Plan  is  one  of  the  guidelines  that  will  be  issued  in 
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approximately  two  weeks  and  will  be  available  for  public  viewing.  The  Plan  deals  with  the 
quality  and  characteristic  of  San  Francisco's  street  and  sidewalk  condition,  which  greatly 
underlines  the  quality  of  the  pedestrian  environment  and  the  health  benefits  of  making  San 
Francisco  streets  greener.  The  Plan  also  will  help  define  the  responsibility  of  private 
development  versus  the  City  and  homeowners  in  regard  to  public  realms. 

Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  the  effort  of  multiple  departments  in  implementing  the  Urban  Forest 
Master  Plan  would  also  assist  Ms.  Haryati  and  others  in  working  together  to  improve  and 
define  strategic  planning  moving  forward.  Ms.  Haryati  indicated  that  she  would  be  reviewing 
the  effectiveness  of  program  implementation  and  related  budget  issues  internally  and 
externally  as  well  as  balancing  between  quantity  and  quality  of  the  urban  canopy.  There  would 
be  work  done  through  multiple  departments  on  completing  the  Trees  for  Tomorrow  Program 
and  determining  how  to  move  forward  after  completion. 

Member  Rodgers  asked  Ms.  Haryati  to  explain  the  work  she  is  doing  with  City  agencies  and 
which  agencies  would  be  able  to  help  effectuate  the  best  change.  Ms.  Haryati  explained  that 
to  date  she  has  been  working  closely  in  the  public  realm  area  beyond  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  and  City  Planning  to  include  the  Municipal  Transportation  Agency,  San  Francisco 
County  Transportation  Authority  (Prop  K  prioritization),  and  PUC  (water  benefits),  the  Port  and 
Redevelopment  Department  in  approaches  to  the  built  environment  so  that  when  there  are 
streetscape  improvement  programs  or  projects,  that  hard  cape  and  soft  scape  development 
are  moved  forward. 

Member  Sherk  asked  Ms.  Haryati  to  elaborate  on  her  ideas  regarding  the  opportunity  for  using 
watersheds  as  a  framing  device  for  streetscapes  and  in  creating  a  larger  urban  forest.  Ms. 
Haryati  stated  that  she  seeks  a  guiding  principle  or  an  environmental  framework  beyond 
supervisorial  districts,  and  many  aspects  of  strategic  planning  and  design  discussions  by  way 
of  utilizing  watersheds  are  being  pursued.  Member  Sherk  stated  that  one  of  the  opportunities  in 
dealing  with  watersheds  in  terms  of  trees  and  vegetation  for  the  planting  of  the  streets  and  the 
public  realm  is  to  use  California  natives,  either  drought  tolerant  or  riparian.  Member  Sherk 
asked  Ms.  Haryati  if  she  has  been  looking  at  the  choice  of  trees  and  vegetation  for  specific 
places,  and  whether  the  Planning  Department  in  their  work  on  the  Better  Streets  Plan  would  be 
choosing  or  creating  a  framework  for  advocating  for  place-based  kinds  of  plantings.  Member 
Sherk  stated  that  Mr.  Power,  the  Project  Manager  for  the  Better  Streets  Plan  presented  on  the 
Plan  at  a  previous  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  and  responded  that  they  would  not  be.  Ms. 
Haryati  was  asked  for  her  thoughts  on  this  issue.  Ms.  Haryati  indicated  that  the  Urban  Forest 
Master  Plan  is  a  more  viable  plan  for  producing  such  guidelines  and  in  educating  the  public 
about  tree  planting  methods. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  the  Council  could  explore  their  role  in  working  with  Ms.  Haryati  to 
help  educate  the  public  about  watersheds  and  to  create  opportunities  where  people  can 
become  more  conscious  of  where  watersheds  are  located.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  would 
welcome  doing  so  and  that  there  is  more  to  approaching  the  program  beyond  implementation 
that  includes  educational  and  marketing  efforts  to  move  the  program  forward  and  increase 
interest. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  if  the  various  City  agencies  have  expressed  confusion  understanding 
the  watershed  language  approach.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  the  great  majority  of  colleagues  in 
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various  departments  have  been  receptive  of  the  idea  as  it  is  approached  not  only  from  the 
scientific  understanding  of  the  watershed,  but  that  it  is  an  organizing  factor  for  the  built 
environment  three-dimensionally.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  to  date  she  has  seen  a  good  reception  on 
the  concept  of  putting  watersheds  in  the  way  of  parks  and  open  space  and  that  challenges 
would  have  to  be  addressed  in  the  future. 

Member  Marks  asked  about  the  relationship  between  the  Director  of  Greening  and  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council,  and  asked  how  the  Council  would  fit  into  a  City  greening  organizational  chart 
if  there  was  one.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  values  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  mandate  to 
move  the  significance  of  the  urban  forest  in  the  City,  which  includes  the  same  goals  and 
mission  of  her  charge  and  is  open  to  input  on  a  strategic  and  operational  level.  Ms.  Haryati 
stated  that  she  sees  the  relationship  with  the  Council  as  a  great  collaborative  effort  and 
members  as  advisors  to  the  Mayor,  and  as  she  is  part  of  the  Mayor's  staff,  the  Council's  advice 
is  valued; 

Member  Marks  explained  that  this  Council  was  created  in  order  for  there  to  be  an  open  public 
forum  for  discussions  about  urban  forestry,  and  that  the  creation  of  the  Director  of  Greening 
position  and  the  Green  Vision  Council,  which  may  no  longer  exist,  was  counter  to  what  the 
Council  was  trying  to  achieve,  which  was  to  bring  public  agencies  and  individuals  together  to 
talk.  Member  Marks  explained  that  with  the  exception  of  Member  Quirke,  who  was  part  of  that 
Green  Vision  Council,  there  was  no  official  relationship  between  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
and  the  Green  Vision  Council. 

Member  Marks  expressed  his  concern  that  the  Council  has  been  rendered  somewhat  impotent 
as  year  after  year,  the  Council  has  had  virtually  no  money  to  run  their  programs,  and  went  from 
two  full-time  staff  people  to  one  part-time  staff  person.  Member  Marks  discussed  the 
competition  for  funding  and  the  fact  that  the  Mayor's  Office  has  all  the  money  and  power  to 
implement  the  programs.  Member  Marks  indicated  that  he  was  not  aware  that  the  Director  of 
City  Greening's  position  was  funded  by  various  City  agencies  and  yet  the  Council's  ability  to 
get  money  from  various  City  agencies  is  getting  more  limited.  Member  Marks  stated  that  he  is 
glad  the  Mayor's  Office  is  funded,  but  that  does  not  help  the  effort  of  the  Council.  It  was 
suggested  that  there  should  be  a  way  to  make  things  work  better  by  working  together.  Ms. 
Haryati  stated  that  she  values  the  Council's  advice  and  that  on  a  daily  basis  she  hopes  to 
continue  to  collaborate  with  the  Council  in  order  to  be  effective,  to  extend  the  mission,  and 
leverage  any  other  resources  moving  forward.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  would  work  closely 
through  the  Council's  subcommittees  and  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  to  make  the  urban 
forestry  program  more  effective. 

Member  Marks  requested  that  Ms.  Haryati  attend  or  be  added  to  each  Council's  meeting 
agenda.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  would  make  it  a  priority  schedule  wise  to  make  sure  she 
understands  the  various  challenges  and  opportunities  and  would  work  on  this  effort  with  the 
Council.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Council  had  discussed  the  possibility  of  the  Council  Chair 
meeting  with  Ms.  Haryati  once  a  month  to  provide  an  overview  of  work  plan  activities  and  to 
establish  a  connection  between  the  Mayor's  Office  and  Council  activities.  In  the  past,  the 
Council  did  not  hear  what  was  going  on,  it  was  a  surprise,  and  coordination  efforts  went  in 
different  directions.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  the  regular  meeting  would  be  welcomed  and  would 
be  a  working  meeting  to  move  initiatives  forward. 
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Member  Cohen  stated  that  there  has  been  a  lot  of  talk  from  the  Mayor's  Office  about  San 
Francisco  being  a  green  city,  and  feels  that  oftentimes  greening  includes  everything  but  the 
forest  canopy,  especially  in  terms  of  preserving  older  canopy.  It  was  explained  that  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  has  done  an  immense  amount  of  work  in  terms  of  producing  urban  forest 
plans,  inventories,  assessments,  and  priorities  and  also  on  a  smaller  scale,  on  what  to  do 
about  losing  trees  due  to  topping,  underground  utilities,  etc. 

Member  Cohen  asked  Ms.  Haryati  what  she  feels  she  would  be  able  to  bring  to  her  position 
that  no  one  previously  has  done  and  whether  she  is  receiving  support  to  accomplish  initiatives. 
Member  Cohen  also  stated  that  the  Council  feels  ignored  as  they  did  all  the  work  on  the 
landmark  tree  ordinance  and  it  is  forgotten  that  they  did  anything.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  a 
green  city  is  all  about  leadership  and  accomplishments  that  can  be  seen  in  the  longer  term. 
Ms.  Haryati  explained  Chicago's  urban  forestry  experiences  and  improvements  that  were 
achieved  because  of  various  steps  that  were  taken  and  priorities  that  had  been  established  to 
devise  resources.  It  was  explained  that  her  experience  in  Chicago  has  taught  her  how  to  work 
together  either  in  a  large  or  enough  of  a  scale  to  implement  improvements  in  a  real  way.  It  was 
stated  that  there  are  going  to  be  competing  interests  in  utilizing  the  public  sidewalk  or  spaces 
whether  it  is  for  pedestrian  circulation  or  other  activities,  and  priorities  are  being  looked  at 
strategically  by  the  most  challenging  environmental  conditions  to  address,  e.g.,  storm  water 
challenges. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  discussed  the  Council's  concern  with  their  relevance  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  idea  that  Ms.  Haryati,  Council  Coordinator  Hui,  and  Council  Chair  Terry 
Milne  could  make  monthly  presentations  to  the  Board  President  on  Council  activities  so  that 
they  would  be  more  relevant  and  higher  on  the  Board's  radar  screen. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  how  the  City's  deficit  would  affect  urban  forestry  funding.  Ms.  Haryati 
stated  that  in  the  next  fiscal  year,  there  is  a  commitment  to  complete  the  last  segment  of  the 
"Trees  for  Tomorrow"  program  of  planting  25,000  trees  that  combines  the  replacement  of  trees 
and  adding  new  trees.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  would  be  paying  attention  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  tree  inventory  and  would  be  looking  forward  to  working  with  the  Council  on 
implementation  of  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  initiatives  to  put  the  right  strategic  plan  together, 
determine  priorities,  and  identify  the  top  three  strategies  in  order  to  understand  what  can  be 
done  by  the  city,  the  public  at  large,  and  partner  organizations.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  explained 
that  the  Council  has  not  previously  had  a  lot  of  awareness  or  deliberation  on  how  the  budget 
would  affect  the  urban  forest,  and  the  Council  has  identified  it  as  more  of  a  priority  to  be 
involved  in. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  one  of  the  ways  to  work  together  in  order  to  be  more  effective  that 
the  Council  has  been  discussing  is  through  development  of  inter-departmental  relationships, 
which  Ms.  Haryati  has  identified  as  one  of  her  goals.  Member  Sherk  indicated  that  the  role  for 
the  Council  could  be  to  support  Ms.  Haryati  at  looking  holistically  at  the  City  and  the  urban 
forest  as  opposed  to  separating  each  department's  activities,  which  is  the  way  it  is  normally 
done. 

Member  Marks  stated  that  he  would  like  to  see  a  document  on  where  the  trees  from  the  "Trees 
for  Tomorrow"  program  have  been  planted  and  will  be  planted  so  that  comments  can  be 
provided.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  needs  that  information  as  well  and  that  information  can 
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and  should  be  made  available  to  the  Council.  Member  Marks  stated  that  many  members 
believe  that  trees  that  are  planted  are  being  removed  quickly,  that  trees  are  being  removed 
without  proper  authorization,  and  that  there  are  people  that  apply  for  permits  to  remove  trees 
that  have  their  permit  denied,  take  the  trees  out  anyway,  and  cover  up  the  basins.  Member 
Marks  recommended  that  this  be  recognized  as  a  problem  in  the  City  and  that  the  City  should 
start  enforcing  the  law  so  people  are  not  able  to  do  that.  It  was  explained  that  enforcement  of 
the  laws  aren't  there  because  of  inadequate  resources,  and  that  laws  need  to  be  changed 
related  to  improvements  to  property  and  trees  that  should  be  planted  as  a  result  of 
improvements. 

Public  Comment 

Mr.  Alan  Grossman  stated  that  there  is  no  public  forum  for  the  advocates  of  the  City's  urban 
forest  other  than  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  It  was  stated  that  because  so  much  of  the  work 
that  deals  with  the  City's  urban  forest  is  done  either  directly  or  indirectly  and  through  other 
departments,  there  is  no  place  for  the  public  to  make  the  case  for  the  particular  aspect  of  what 
that  work  consists  of.  Mr.  Grossman  noted  as  a  good  example  the  Planning  Department's 
work  on  the  scope  of  a  project  that  involves  a  Master  Plan  for  the  City's  urban  forest,  and  the 
lack  of  public  input.  Mr.  Grossman  stated  that  he  has  written  Mr.  Powers,  who  is  the  project 
manager,  but  does  not  see  a  real  opportunity  for  public  input. 

Mr.  Grossman  also  stated  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  is  the  host  for  this  Council 
and  felt  that  it  has  basically  lost  interest  in  the  urban  forest  and  in  the  Council  because  of  other 
demands  on  the  department's  resources.  It  was  suggested  that  if  the  Council  does  not  belong 
with  the  Department,  then  it  should  either  stand  on  its  own  and  work  with  the  Mayor's  Office  or 
be  in  another  place.  Mr.  Grossman  stated  that  he  hopes  that  the  Green  Vision  Council  is 
reconstituted  and  is  made  a  policy  body  or  a  body  where  the  public  can  attend  and  provide 
input  because  that  is  the  only  place  where  there  is  a  coordinated  group  of  representatives  of  all 
of  the  departments  that  have  input  into  the  urban  forest. 

Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Manager  of  the  Environmental  Justice  Program,  stated  that  the  Department  has 
not  lost  interest  in  the  urban  forest  program.  It  was  reported  that  the  Department  has  not  only 
the  Council  Coordinator  but  other  staff  within  the  agency  that  are  trying  to  support  the  work  she 
is  doing  and  to  be  mindful  of  the  Council's  mission  and  goals. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  responded  to  Mr.  Grossman's  comments  about  the  Department  of  the 
Environment  not  showing  support  for  urban  forestry  issues,  stating  that  the  Friends  of  the  Urban 
Forest  have  recently  received  a  grant  from  the  Department  to  plant  and  maintain  trees,  and 
there  is  probably  no  better  way  to  show  commitment  than  to  fund  it. 

4.   Urban  Forestry  Council  budget  and  update  on  City  budget  proposals  and  cuts  that  may 
affect  urban  forestry  funding  (Discussion). 

SPONSOR:  Council  Chair  Terry  Milne 
SPEAKER:  Council  Member  Carla  Short 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  Member  Short  reported  to  him  that  she  did  not  have  any  numbers  or 
details  to  provide,  but  that  departments  are  looking  for  ways  to  cut  down  the  additional  5% 
requested  budget  cuts  that  would  go  to  any  programs  in  the  City  including  urban  forestry  in 
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whatever  departments  it  may  fall  in.  It  was  reported  that  no  details  on  how  that  would  affect  the 
Council  have  been  provided  to  date.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Council  is  being  funded  by 
contributions  from  several  departments  and  is  interested  in  what  the  departments  propose  to  do 
with  their  budgets  in  relation  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

Member  Rodgers  stated  that  she  has  heard  that  the  Planning  Department's  Chief  Financial 
Officer  would  make  a  presentation  outlining  their  budget  to  the  Planning  Commission  next  week. 
Chair  Milne  inquired  about  the  outcome  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  budget,  but  no 
additional  information  was  available. 

5.  Review  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Prioritized  Work  Plan  for  2008  for  selection  of  one  or 
more  items  to  begin  work  on  and  identify  action  steps  to  achieve  each  goal  (Explanatory 
Document:  Work  Plan  Prioritized  List  for  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/CouncilWorkPlan032808Mtq.doc) 

(Discussion). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  members  chose  three  items 
that  they  felt  were  high  priority  items  listed  in  the  Prioritized  List  for  2008  explanatory  document 
above.  It  was  explained  that  item  7  on  the  list  was  chosen  as  the  first  important  priority,  item  2 
as  the  second,  and  item  1  as  the  third,  and  that  the  rest  of  the  items  had  not  yet  been  ranked. 
Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  first  priority  is  about  funding  and  asked  Ms.  Hui  to  keep  the 
Council  informed  about  what  is  going  on  with  the  funding  process  as  it  relates  to  department 
status,  what  the  budget  cutbacks  are  going  to  be,  and  which  departments  would  or  would  not 
be  affected.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  second  priority  would  be  to  continue  current  work 
efforts,  and  that  the  third  priority  is  to  work  on  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  Priority  Action  Steps. 
Coordinator  Hui  requested  clarity  on  this  item  and  present  the  Priority  Action  Steps  document 

for  review  (PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/PrioritvActionSteps.pdf. 

Member  Rodgers  asked  whether  this  item  relates  to  the  upcoming  Urban  Forest  Plan,  and 
indicated  that  the  priority  action  steps  are  outlined  in  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  which  this  body 
adopted  in  2006  (PDF). 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  this  agenda  item  is  to  request  of  Council  Members  a  direction  to 
take  to  pursue  the  Council's  work  plan  items.  It  was  explained  that  the  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  have  requested  that  Ms.  Hui  report  back  on  two  specific  issues  which  she  intends  to 
do  in  her  staff  report,  but  if  there  are  other  action  steps,  to  direct  Ms.  Hui  to  do  so. 

Member  Marks  asked  if  there  are  specific  programs  or  projects  that  funding  would  be  requested 
for,  and  what  the  strategy  is  for  determining  what  those  would  be.  Member  Marks  stated  that  the 
best  way  to  make  the  funding  program  more  likely  to  succeed  is  to  have  discrete  tasks  and 
recommended  shying  away  from  things  that  are  large  such  as  developing  a  comprehensive  list 
of  citywide  urban  forest  activities,  as  it  is  a  good  thing  to  do,  but  is  not  necessarily  going  to  move 
the  Council  forward  in  tangible  ways.  It  was  stated  that  a  number  of  tasks  from  the  Priority 
Action  Steps  are  included  in  number  4  of  the  Prioritized  Work  Plan.  It  was  recommended  that 
number  4  be  split  into  several  different  projects  that  are  listed  and  then  look  into  getting  funding 
for  those  projects.  Member  Hillan  also  felt  that  it  is  useful  to  identify  discrete  doable  tasks  that 
people  can  identify  as  worth  committing  funds  to. 
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Ms.  Eng  recommended  that  one  or  two  Council  members  and  Ms.  Hui  schedule  a  meeting  with 
the  professional  grant  writer,  Ms.  Rosenmoss,  who  has  agreed  to  write  proposals  to  support  the 
urban  forest  program  and  is  looking  for  input  as  to  what  projects  or  services  could  be  requested. 

6.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 

relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities  (Informational 
Report  and  Discussion). 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  asked  Ms.  Hui  to  look  into 
whether  an  add  back  could  be  requested  because  of  the  addition  of  work  due  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  designating  the  Council  to  hold  hearings  on  landmark 
tree  designations.  It  was  stated  that  an  approach  could  be  for  the  Council  to  say  that  the 
additional  work  does  necessitate  additional  resources  and  ask  for  an  increase  in  the  budget, 
write  a  letter  or  pass  a  resolution,  or  ask  that  the  duties  assigned  by  the  ordinance  be  housed 
elsewhere. 

Chair  Milne  inquired  what  to  do  if  an  agency  decides  not  to  contribute  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  budget  because  of  the  upcoming  budget  deficit,  and  it  is  determined  that  there  are 
specific  fees  allocated  to  pay  for  Urban  Forestry  Council  staffing  or  costs.  Ms.  Hui  stated  she 
would  research  this  question,  and  if  that  is  the  case,  the  Council  can  approach  any  agency  that 
chooses  not  to  contribute  through  a  letter,  resolution  or  through  the  Chair's  discussion  with  the 
agency.  Chair  Milne  asked  Coordinator  Hui  to  provide  details  on  the  status  of  department 
agency  funding.  Ms.  Hui  reported  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  is  expecting  to 
receive  or  have  received  letters  of  response  from  all  of  the  six  agencies  that  contribute  to  the 
Council  and  one  agency,  the  Planning  Department,  has  said  that  they  are  not  going  to 
contribute  this  time.  Member  Rodgers  reported  that  the  Planning  Department  does  not  have 
fees  associated  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  so  does  not  believe  there  would  be  anything 
additional  allocated  to  the  Council,  but  would  check  details. 

The  meeting  adjourned  due  to  a  loss  of  quorum.  Items  7-10  were  not  heard  at  this  time. 

7.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  June  19,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  June  10,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

8.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 

Discussion). 

9.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

10.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

11.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  11:38  p.m. 
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Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment, 
11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by 
clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary 
at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
M  on  ica.Fish(a)Sfq  ov.org.  
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San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
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Friday,  May  23,  2008,  10:00  a.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  416 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


JUN  26  2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:16 
a.m.  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  Nervo, 
Rodgers,  and  Sherk;  Excused:  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Short,  and 
Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  April  22,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting 

(Discussion  and  Action).  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the 
April  22,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (Absent:  Members  Blair, 
Boss,  Griswold,  Habert,  Miller,  Short,  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved 

Minutes  Of  the  April  22,  2008  Regular  Meeting  http://sfaov.org/site/sfenvironment  paae.asp?id=8021 5). 

3.  Informational  Report  from  the  Mayor's  Office  Director  of  City  Greening  on  urban  forestry 
planning  and  funding  for  the  next  fiscal  year  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion). 
SPEAKER:  Astrid  Haryati,  Director  of  City  Greening,  Mayor's  Office  of  Public  Policy 

and  Finance 

Council  Members  in  attendance  introduced  themselves  and  described  the  seats  they  hold  on 
the  Council. 

Excerpt  from  the  presentation: 

Ms.  Haryati  introduced  herself,  discussed  her  background  as  Assistant  to  the  Mayor  in  Chicago 
for  greening  initiatives,  and  described  her  responsibilities  as  Director  of  City  Greening  that 
includes  working  on  improvements  within  the  public  realm  of  the  streets  and  sidewalks  and 
parks  and  open  space  in  San  Francisco.  It  was  reported  that  urban  forestry  is  a  core  interest 
and  policy  of  this  administration  and  that  Ms.  Haryati  is  continuing  to  increase  her  knowledge 
about  opportunities  and  challenges  in  order  to  improve  the  current  program. 

Ms.  Haryati  discussed  ongoing  initiatives  to  support  urban  forestry  in  San  Francisco.  It  was 
stated  that  there  is  a  great  component  of  private  and  public  partnerships  in  San  Francisco 
working  to  improve  urban  forestry  growth  in  terms  of  quantity  and  quality.  The  "Trees  for 
Tomorrow"  program  (a  program  to  plant  25,000  trees  in  San  Francisco)  is  a  great 
accomplishment  to  date  and  will  continue  to  be  implemented  in  the  upcoming  fiscal  year.  One 
of  the  focus  areas  is  to  continue  to  identify  program  expansion  from  that  particular  program. 
Urban  forestry  staff  in  multiple  departments  and  partners  in  the  urban  forestry  program 
continue  to  underline  the  importance  of  maintenance  in  terms  of  quality  and  not  only  quantity 
so  that  the  initial  investment  will  be  maintained. 


Ms.  Haryati  explained  that  the  growth  of  canopy  cover  will  help  San  Francisco  in  addressing 
storm  water  challenges  and  is  happy  to  see  departments  working  together  to  improve  strategic 
planning  of  this  effort.  The  Better  Streets  Plan  is  one  of  the  guidelines  that  will  be  issued  in 
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approximately  two  weeks  and  will  be  available  for  public  viewing.  The  Plan  deals  with  the 
quality  and  characteristic  of  San  Francisco's  street  and  sidewalk  condition,  which  greatly 
underlines  the  quality  of  the  pedestrian  environment  and  the  health  benefits  of  making  San 
Francisco  streets  greener.  The  Plan  also  will  help  define  the  responsibility  of  private 
development  versus  the  City  and  homeowners  in  regard  to  public  realms. 

Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  the  effort  of  multiple  departments  in  implementing  the  Urban  Forest 
Master  Plan  would  also  assist  Ms.  Haryati  and  others  in  working  together  to  improve  and 
define  strategic  planning  moving  forward.  Ms.  Haryati  indicated  that  she  would  be  reviewing 
the  effectiveness  of  program  implementation  and  related  budget  issues  internally  and 
externally  as  well  as  balancing  between  quantity  and  quality  of  the  urban  canopy.  There  would 
be  work  done  through  multiple  departments  on  completing  the  Trees  for  Tomorrow  Program 
and  determining  how  to  move  forward  after  completion. 

Member  Rodgers  asked  Ms.  Haryati  to  explain  the  work  she  is  doing  with  City  agencies  and 
which  agencies  would  be  able  to  help  effectuate  the  best  change.  Ms.  Haryati  explained  that 
to  date  she  has  been  working  closely  in  the  public  realm  area  beyond  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  and  City  Planning  to  include  the  Municipal  Transportation  Agency,  San  Francisco 
County  Transportation  Authority  (Prop  K  prioritization),  and  PUC  (water  benefits),  the  Port  and 
Redevelopment  Department  in  approaches  to  the  built  environment  so  that  when  there  are 
streetscape  improvement  programs  or  projects,  that  hard  cape  and  soft  scape  development 
are  moved  forward. 

Member  Sherk  asked  Ms.  Haryati  to  elaborate  on  her  ideas  regarding  the  opportunity  for  using 
watersheds  as  a  framing  device  for  streetscapes  and  in  creating  a  larger  urban  forest.  Ms. 
Haryati  stated  that  she  seeks  a  guiding  principle  or  an  environmental  framework  beyond 
supervisorial  districts,  and  many  aspects  of  strategic  planning  and  design  discussions  by  way 
of  utilizing  watersheds  are  being  pursued.  Member  Sherk  stated  that  one  of  the  opportunities  in 
dealing  with  watersheds  in  terms  of  trees  and  vegetation  for  the  planting  of  the  streets  and  the 
public  realm  is  to  use  California  natives,  either  drought  tolerant  or  riparian.  Member  Sherk 
asked  Ms.  Haryati  if  she  has  been  looking  at  the  choice  of  trees  and  vegetation  for  specific 
places,  and  whether  the  Planning  Department  in  their  work  on  the  Better  Streets  Plan  would  be 
choosing  or  creating  a  framework  for  advocating  for  place-based  kinds  of  plantings.  Member 
Sherk  stated  that  Mr.  Power,  the  Project  Manager  for  the  Better  Streets  Plan  presented  on  the 
Plan  at  a  previous  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  and  responded  that  they  would  not  be.  Ms. 
Haryati  was  asked  for  her  thoughts  on  this  issue.  Ms.  Haryati  indicated  that  the  Urban  Forest 
Master  Plan  is  a  more  viable  plan  for  producing  such  guidelines  and  in  educating  the  public 
about  tree  planting  methods. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  the  Council  could  explore  their  role  in  working  with  Ms.  Haryati  to 
help  educate  the  public  about  watersheds  and  to  create  opportunities  where  people  can 
become  more  conscious  of  where  watersheds  are  located.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  would 
welcome  doing  so  and  that  there  is  more  to  approaching  the  program  beyond  implementation 
that  includes  educational  and  marketing  efforts  to  move  the  program  forward  and  increase 
interest. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  if  the  various  City  agencies  have  expressed  confusion  understanding 
the  watershed  language  approach.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  the  great  majority  of  colleagues  in 
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various  departments  have  been  receptive  of  the  idea  as  it  is  approached  not  only  from  the 
scientific  understanding  of  the  watershed,  but  that  it  is  an  organizing  factor  for  the  built 
environment  three-dimensionally.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  to  date  she  has  seen  a  good  reception  on 
the  concept  of  putting  watersheds  in  the  way  of  parks  and  open  space  and  that  challenges 
would  have  to  be  addressed  in  the  future. 

Member  Marks  asked  about  the  relationship  between  the  Director  of  Greening  and  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council,  and  asked  how  the  Council  would  fit  into  a  City  greening  organizational  chart 
if  there  was  one.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  values  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  mandate  to 
move  the  significance  of  the  urban  forest  in  the  City,  which  includes  the  same  goals  and 
mission  of  her  charge  and  is  open  to  input  on  a  strategic  and  operational  level.  Ms.  Haryati 
stated  that  she  sees  the  relationship  with  the  Council  as  a  great  collaborative  effort  and 
members  as  advisors  to  the  Mayor,  and  as  she  is  part  of  the  Mayor's  staff,  the  Council's  advice 
is  valued. 

Member  Marks  explained  that  this  Council  was  created  in  order  for  there  to  be  an  open  public 
forum  for  discussions  about  urban  forestry,  and  that  the  creation  of  the  Director  of  Greening 
position  and  the  Green  Vision  Council,  which  may  no  longer  exist,  was  counter  to  what  the 
Council  was  trying  to  achieve,  which  was  to  bring  public  agencies  and  individuals  together  to 
talk.  Member  Marks  explained  that  with  the  exception  of  Member  Quirke,  who  was  part  of  that 
Green  Vision  Council,  there  was  no  official  relationship  between  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
and  the  Green  Vision  Council. 

Member  Marks  expressed  his  concern  that  the  Council  has  been  rendered  somewhat  impotent 
as  year  after  year,  the  Council  has  had  virtually  no  money  to  run  their  programs,  and  went  from 
two  full-time  staff  people  to  one  part-time  staff  person.  Member  Marks  discussed  the 
competition  for  funding  and  the  fact  that  the  Mayor's  Office  has  all  the  money  and  power  to 
implement  the  programs.  Member  Marks  indicated  that  he  was  not  aware  that  the  Director  of 
City  Greening's  position  was  funded  by  various  City  agencies  and  yet  the  Council's  ability  to 
get  money  from  various  City  agencies  is  getting  more  limited.  Member  Marks  stated  that  he  is 
glad  the  Mayor's  Office  is  funded,  but  that  does  not  help  the  effort  of  the  Council.  It  was 
suggested  that  there  should  be  a  way  to  make  things  work  better  by  working  together.  Ms. 
Haryati  stated  that  she  values  the  Council's  advice  and  that  on  a  daily  basis  she  hopes  to 
continue  to  collaborate  with  the  Council  in  order  to  be  effective,  to  extend  the  mission,  and 
leverage  any  other  resources  moving  forward.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  would  work  closely 
through  the  Council's  subcommittees  and  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  to  make  the  urban 
forestry  program  more  effective. 

Member  Marks  requested  that  Ms.  Haryati  attend  or  be  added  to  each  Council's  meeting 
agenda.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  would  make  it  a  priority  schedule  wise  to  make  sure  she 
understands  the  various  challenges  and  opportunities  and  would  work  on  this  effort  with  the 
Council.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Council  had  discussed  the  possibility  of  the  Council  Chair 
meeting  with  Ms.  Haryati  once  a  month  to  provide  an  overview  of  work  plan  activities  and  to 
establish  a  connection  between  the  Mayor's  Office  and  Council  activities.  In  the  past,  the 
Council  did  not  hear  what  was  going  on,  it  was  a  surprise,  and  coordination  efforts  went  in 
different  directions.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  the  regular  meeting  would  be  welcomed  and  would 
be  a  working  meeting  to  move  initiatives  forward. 
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Member  Cohen  stated  that  there  has  been  a  lot  of  talk  from  the  Mayor's  Office  about  San 
Francisco  being  a  green  city,  and  feels  that  oftentimes  greening  includes  everything  but  the 
forest  canopy,  especially  in  terms  of  preserving  older  canopy.  It  was  explained  that  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  has  done  an  immense  amount  of  work  in  terms  of  producing  urban  forest 
plans,  inventories,  assessments,  and  priorities  and  also  on  a  smaller  scale,  on  what  to  do 
about  losing  trees  due  to  topping,  underground  utilities,  etc. 

Member  Cohen  asked  Ms.  Haryati  what  she  feels  she  would  be  able  to  bring  to  her  position 
that  no  one  previously  has  done  and  whether  she  is  receiving  support  to  accomplish  initiatives. 
Member  Cohen  also  stated  that  the  Council  feels  ignored  as  they  did  all  the  work  on  the 
landmark  tree  ordinance  and  it  is  forgotten  that  they  did  anything.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  a 
green  city  is  all  about  leadership  and  accomplishments  that  can  be  seen  in  the  longer  term. 
Ms.  Haryati  explained  Chicago's  urban  forestry  experiences  and  improvements  that  were 
achieved  because  of  various  steps  that  were  taken  and  priorities  that  had  been  established  to 
devise  resources.  It  was  explained  that  her  experience  in  Chicago  has  taught  her  how  to  work 
together  either  in  a  large  or  enough  of  a  scale  to  implement  improvements  in  a  real  way.  It  was 
stated  that  there  are  going  to  be  competing  interests  in  utilizing  the  public  sidewalk  or  spaces 
whether  it  is  for  pedestrian  circulation  or  other  activities,  and  priorities  are  being  looked  at 
strategically  by  the  most  challenging  environmental  conditions  to  address,  e.g.,  storm  water 
challenges. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  discussed  the  Council's  concern  with  their  relevance  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  idea  that  Ms.  Haryati,  Council  Coordinator  Hui,  and  Council  Chair  Terry 
Milne  could  make  monthly  presentations  to  the  Board  President  on  Council  activities  so  that 
they  would  be  more  relevant  and  higher  on  the  Board's  radar  screen. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  asked  how  the  City's  deficit  would  affect  urban  forestry  funding.  Ms.  Haryati 
stated  that  in  the  next  fiscal  year,  there  is  a  commitment  to  complete  the  last  segment  of  the 
"Trees  for  Tomorrow"  program  of  planting  25,000  trees  that  combines  the  replacement  of  trees 
and  adding  new  trees.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  would  be  paying  attention  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  tree  inventory  and  would  be  looking  forward  to  working  with  the  Council  on 
implementation  of  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  initiatives  to  put  the  right  strategic  plan  together, 
determine  priorities,  and  identify  the  top  three  strategies  in  order  to  understand  what  can  be 
done  by  the  city,  the  public  at  large,  and  partner  organizations.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  explained 
that  the  Council  has  not  previously  had  a  lot  of  awareness  or  deliberation  on  how  the  budget 
would  affect  the  urban  forest,  and  the  Council  has  identified  it  as  more  of  a  priority  to  be 
involved  in. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  one  of  the  ways  to  work  together  in  order  to  be  more  effective  that 
the  Council  has  been  discussing  is  through  development  of  inter-departmental  relationships, 
which  Ms.  Haryati  has  identified  as  one  of  her  goals.  Member  Sherk  indicated  that  the  role  for 
the  Council  could  be  to  support  Ms.  Haryati  at  looking  holistically  at  the  City  and  the  urban 
forest  as  opposed  to  separating  each  department's  activities,  which  is  the  way  it  is  normally 
done. 

Member  Marks  stated  that  he  would  like  to  see  a  document  on  where  the  trees  from  the  "Trees 
for  Tomorrow"  program  have  been  planted  and  will  be  planted  so  that  comments  can  be 
provided.  Ms.  Haryati  stated  that  she  needs  that  information  as  well  and  that  information  can 
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and  should  be  made  available  to  the  Council.  Member  Marks  stated  that  many  members 
believe  that  trees  that  are  planted  are  being  removed  quickly,  that  trees  are  being  removed 
without  proper  authorization,  and  that  there  are  people  that  apply  for  permits  to  remove  trees 
that  have  their  permit  denied,  take  the  trees  out  anyway,  and  cover  up  the  basins.  Member 
Marks  recommended  that  this  be  recognized  as  a  problem  in  the  City  and  that  the  City  should 
start  enforcing  the  law  so  people  are  not  able  to  do  that.  It  was  explained  that  enforcement  of 
the  laws  aren't  there  because  of  inadequate  resources,  and  that  laws  need  to  be  changed 
related  to  improvements  to  property  and  trees  that  should  be  planted  as  a  result  of 
improvements. 

Public  Comment 

Mr.  Alan  Grossman  stated  that  there  is  no  public  forum  for  the  advocates  of  the  City's  urban 
forest  other  than  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  It  was  stated  that  because  so  much  of  the  work 
that  deals  with  the  City's  urban  forest  is  done  either  directly  or  indirectly  and  through  other 
departments,  there  is  no  place  for  the  public  to  make  the  case  for  the  particular  aspect  of  what 
that  work  consists  of.  Mr.  Grossman  noted  as  a  good  example  the  Planning  Department's 
work  on  the  scope  of  a  project  that  involves  a  Master  Plan  for  the  City's  urban  forest,  and  the 
lack  of  public  input.  Mr.  Grossman  stated  that  he  has  written  Mr.  Powers,  who  is  the  project 
manager,  but  does  not  see  a  real  opportunity  for  public  input. 

Mr.  Grossman  also  stated  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  is  the  host  for  this  Council 
and  felt  that  it  has  basically  lost  interest  in  the  urban  forest  and  in  the  Council  because  of  other 
demands  on  the  department's  resources.  It  was  suggested  that  if  the  Council  does  not  belong 
with  the  Department,  then  it  should  either  stand  on  its  own  and  work  with  the  Mayor's  Office  or 
be  in  another  place.  Mr.  Grossman  stated  that  he  hopes  that  the  Green  Vision  Council  is 
reconstituted  and  is  made  a  policy  body  or  a  body  where  the  public  can  attend  and  provide 
input  because  that  is  the  only  place  where  there  is  a  coordinated  group  of  representatives  of  all 
of  the  departments  that  have  input  into  the  urban  forest. 

Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Manager  of  the  Environmental  Justice  Program,  stated  that  the  Department  has 
not  lost  interest  in  the  urban  forest  program.  It  was  reported  that  the  Department  has  not  only 
the  Council  Coordinator  but  other  staff  within  the  agency  that  are  trying  to  support  the  work  she 
is  doing  and  to  be  mindful  of  the  Council's  mission  and  goals. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  responded  to  Mr.  Grossman's  comments  about  the  Department  of  the 
Environment  not  showing  support  for  urban  forestry  issues,  stating  that  the  Friends  of  the  Urban 
Forest  have  recently  received  a  grant  from  the  Department  to  plant  and  maintain  trees,  and 
there  is  probably  no  better  way  to  show  commitment  than  to  fund  it. 

Urban  Forestry  Council  budget  and  update  on  City  budget  proposals  and  cuts  that  may 
affect  urban  forestry  funding  (Discussion). 

SPONSOR:  Council  Chair  Terry  Milne 
SPEAKER:  Council  Member  Carla  Short 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  Member  Short  reported  to  him  that  she  did  not  have  any  numbers  or 
details  to  provide,  but  that  departments  are  looking  for  ways  to  cut  down  the  additional  5% 
requested  budget  cuts  that  would  go  to  any  programs  in  the  City  including  urban  forestry  in 
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whatever  departments  it  may  fall  in.  It  was  reported  that  no  details  on  how  that  would  affect  the 
Council  have  been  provided  to  date.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Council  is  being  funded  by 
contributions  from  several  departments  and  is  interested  in  what  the  departments  propose  to  do 
with  their  budgets  in  relation  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

Member  Rodgers  stated  that  she  has  heard  that  the  Planning  Department's  Chief  Financial 
Officer  would  make  a  presentation  outlining  their  budget  to  the  Planning  Commission  next  week. 
Chair  Milne  inquired  about  the  outcome  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  budget,  but  no 
additional  information  was  available. 

5.    Review  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Prioritized  Work  Plan  for  2008  for  selection  of  one  or 
more  items  to  begin  work  on  and  identify  action  steps  to  achieve  each  goal  (Explanatory 
Document:  Work  Plan  Prioritized  List  for  2008  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/CouncilWorkPlanQ32808Mtq.doc) 

(Discussion). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  members  chose  three  items 
that  they  felt  were  high  priority  items  listed  in  the  Prioritized  List  for  2008  explanatory  document 
above.  It  was  explained  that  item  7  on  the  list  was  chosen  as  the  first  important  priority,  item  2 
as  the  second,  and  item  1  as  the  third,  and  that  the  rest  of  the  items  had  not  yet  been  ranked. 
Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  first  priority  is  about  funding  and  asked  Ms.  Hui  to  keep  the 
Council  informed  about  what  is  going  on  with  the  funding  process  as  it  relates  to  department 
status,  what  the  budget  cutbacks  are  going  to  be,  and  which  departments  would  or  would  not 
be  affected.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  second  priority  would  be  to  continue  current  work 
efforts,  and  that  the  third  priority  is  to  work  on  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  Priority  Action  Steps. 
Coordinator  Hui  requested  clarity  on  this  item  and  present  the  Priority  Action  Steps  document 

for  review  (PDF)  http://web1  .sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/PriorityActionSteps.pdf. 

Member  Rodgers  asked  whether  this  item  relates  to  the  upcoming  Urban  Forest  Plan,  and 
indicated  that  the  priority  action  steps  are  outlined  in  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  which  this  body 
adopted  in  2006  (PDF). 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  this  agenda  item  is  to  request  of  Council  Members  a  direction  to 
take  to  pursue  the  Council's  work  plan  items.  It  was  explained  that  the  Planning  and  Funding 
Committee  have  requested  that  Ms.  Hui  report  back  on  two  specific  issues  which  she  intends  to 
do  in  her  staff  report,  but  if  there  are  other  action  steps,  to  direct  Ms.  Hui  to  do  so. 

Member  Marks  asked  if  there  are  specific  programs  or  projects  that  funding  would  be  requested 
for,  and  what  the  strategy  is  for  determining  what  those  would  be.  Member  Marks  stated  that  the 
best  way  to  make  the  funding  program  more  likely  to  succeed  is  to  have  discrete  tasks  and 
recommended  shying  away  from  things  that  are  large  such  as  developing  a  comprehensive  list 
of  citywide  urban  forest  activities,  as  it  is  a  good  thing  to  do,  but  is  not  necessarily  going  to  move 
the  Council  forward  in  tangible  ways.  It  was  stated  that  a  number  of  tasks  from  the  Priority 
Action  Steps  are  included  in  number  4  of  the  Prioritized  Work  Plan.  It  was  recommended  that 
number  4  be  split  into  several  different  projects  that  are  listed  and  then  look  into  getting  funding 
for  those  projects.  Member  Hillan  also  felt  that  it  is  useful  to  identify  discrete  doable  tasks  that 
people  can  identify  as  worth  committing  funds  to. 
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Ms.  Eng  recommended  that  one  or  two  Council  members  and  Ms.  Hui  schedule  a  meeting  with 
the  professional  grant  writer,  Ms.  Rosenmoss,  who  has  agreed  to  write  proposals  to  support  the 
urban  forest  program  and  is  looking  for  input  as  to  what  projects  or  services  could  be  requested. 

6.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 

relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities  (Informational 
Report  and  Discussion). 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  asked  Ms.  Hui  to  look  into 
whether  an  add  back  could  be  requested  because  of  the  addition  of  work  due  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  designating  the  Council  to  hold  hearings  on  landmark 
tree  designations.  It  was  stated  that  an  approach  could  be  for  the  Council  to  say  that  the 
additional  work  does  necessitate  additional  resources  and  ask  for  an  increase  in  the  budget, 
write  a  letter  or  pass  a  resolution,  or  ask  that  the  duties  assigned  by  the  ordinance  be  housed 
elsewhere. 

Chair  Milne  inquired  what  to  do  if  an  agency  decides  not  to  contribute  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  budget  because  of  the  upcoming  budget  deficit,  and  it  is  determined  that  there  are 
specific  fees  allocated  to  pay  for  Urban  Forestry  Council  staffing  or  costs.  Ms.  Hui  stated  she 
would  research  this  question,  and  if  that  is  the  case,  the  Council  can  approach  any  agency  that 
chooses  not  to  contribute  through  a  letter,  resolution  or  through  the  Chair's  discussion  with  the 
agency.  Chair  Milne  asked  Coordinator  Hui  to  provide  details  on  the  status  of  department 
agency  funding.  Ms.  Hui  reported  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  is  expecting  to 
receive  or  have  received  letters  of  response  from  all  of  the  six  agencies  that  contribute  to  the 
Council  and  one  agency,  the  Planning  Department,  has  said  that  they  are  not  going  to 
contribute  this  time.  Member  Rodgers  reported  that  the  Planning  Department  does  not  have 
fees  associated  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  so  does  not  believe  there  would  be  anything 
additional  allocated  to  the  Council,  but  would  check  details. 

The  meeting  adjourned  due  to  a  loss  of  quorum.  Items  7-10  were  not  heard  at  this  time. 

7.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  June  19,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  June  10,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

8.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 

Discussion). 

9.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

10.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

11.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  11:38  a.m. 
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Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment, 
1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by 
clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary 
at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.Fish(5)Sfgov.org.  


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Approved:  June  24,  2008 


GAVIN  NEWSOM,  MAYOR 
JARED  BLUMENFELD,  DIRECTOR 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  May  23,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  May  23,  2008  Regular  Meeting)  (Discussion  and 
Action) 

3.  Update  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKER:  Mr. 
Andres  Power,  Project  Manager,  Planning  Department 

4.  Ordinance  Amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  Amending  Section  1202  to 
Reconstitute  the  Membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  Five  Members.  (Explanatory 
Documents:  May  23.  2008  Memo.  Proposed  Ordinance,  and  UFC  Resolution  004-08-UFC) 

(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne. 

5.  Update  on  the  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  {SPPG)  Pilot  Site  and  Presentation  of  Outline. 

(Explanatory  Document:Outline)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKER:  Member  Cohen 

6.  Resolution  to  Support  Development  of  an  appropriate  frame  for  the  Islais  Creek  Watershed 
to  enhance  the  urban  forest  canopy  in  conjunction  with  all  City  Agencies  involved  with 
transforming  streets,  streetscapes,  and  other  open  spaces  in  and  around  the  Islais  Creek 
Watershed.  (Explanatory  Document:  UFC  Draft  Resolution  and  Fact  Sheet)  (Discussion  and 
Action)  SPEAKER:  Member  Sherk 

7.  Recommendation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  Budget. 

(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

8.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 
Documents:  061008  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal,  Graphic  061008  061008 
Landmark  Tree  Identification,  and  Proposed  Amended  Graphic)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

9.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 
relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities  (Informational  Report 
and  Discussion). 

10.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  July  17,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  July  8,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

11.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion). 

12.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion). 


13.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

14.  Adjournment. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Friday,  July  25,  2008  at  10:00  a.m.  in 
Room  400,  City  Hall. 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction 
of  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of 
the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated 
that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the 
meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda. 
This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the 
Council  is  limited  to: 

1.  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center 
Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and 
#71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic 
Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent 
to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue 
adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the 
use  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please 
contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if 
possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or 
related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional 
information. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights 
under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank 
Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102- 
4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 
be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
www.sfaov.org. 


Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report 
lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 
www.sfqov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or 
use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  upon 
request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  above  address,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  via  e-mail  at 
Monica. Fish(a)Sfqov.orq,  or  at  the  Council's  meeting  agenda  and  minutes  link 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting. asp?id=61 01 0  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting.  If  any  materials  related  to 
an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been  distributed  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  after  distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those 
materials  are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
during  normal  office  hours  or  will  be  made  available  at  the  meeting  website  link 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting. asp?id=61 01 0  as  links  to  the  agenda  or  meeting  minutes  (by  item). 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree- 
free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Council  and  the  public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  June  19,  2008 


JAKE  McGOLDRICK 


Monica  Fish 
Commission  Secretary 
SF  Environment 

May  23,  2008 

Dear  Members  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council, 

I  am  writing  today  to  distribute  the  latest  draft  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council  (UFC) 
membership  legislation. 

What  is  attached  to  this  letter  is  an  amendment  to  the  legislation  that  was  heard  in  the 
Rules  Committee  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  early  April  of  this  year.  After  meeting 
with  members  of  your  commission  and  the  SF  Environment  Department,  I  am  offering 
this  legislation  as  a  compromise. 

The  amendments  of  this  new  piece  of  legislation  consist  of: 

1 .  Changing  the  composition  of  the  UFC  membership  from  a  1 5  voting  member  body  to 
a  five  voting  member  body  with  five  alternates  and  five  department  representatives  to 
serve  as  advisory  members.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  will  be  responsible  for 
appointing  four  of  the  members  and  their  alternates  and  the  Mayor  will  be  tasked  with 
one  appointment  and  alternate. 

2.  Changing  the  Mayor's  "at  large"  appointment  to  an  appointment  representative  of 
"the  tree  management  profession  (International  Society  of  Arbori cultural,  American 
Society  of  Landscape  Architects,  or  similar  professional  organization)."  I  believe  that 
this  change  will  ensure  that  only  the  most  informed  individuals  in  the  tree 
management  industry  will  be  contributing  constructive  information  to  the  UFC  to 
help  them  make  important  decisions  regarding  our  urban  forest. 

I  hope  you,  as  members  of  the  council,  appreciate  the  content  of  this  legislation  and  all  of 
the  good  it  can  achieve.  I  truly  believe  that  this  legislation  will  help  the  council  operate 
more  efficiently  and  help  the  council  meet  their  goal  of  coordinating  the  City's  urban 
forest  efforts.  In  my  view,  this  legislation  is  simply  a  good  government  policy,  which  will 
increase  protection  and  help  our  urban  forest  flourish. 
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Member,  Board  of  Supervisors 
District  1 


JAKE  McGOLDRICK 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Please  contact  my  aide,  Cassandra  Costello,  554-7412,  Cassandra.Costello@sfgov.org,  with 
any  questions.  She  will  be  in  contact  with  you  through  Monica  Fish,  Commission 
Secretary,  as  to  when  this  legislation  will  be  scheduled  in  committee,  most  likely  in  early 
July. 


Thank  you  for  your  time  and  I  look  forward  to  working  with  you. 

e  McGoldrick 
Supervisor,  District  1 


CC:  Jared  Blumenfeld,  Director,  SF  Environment 
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FILE  NO.  080233 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


1  [Urban  Forestry  Council  -  Membership.] 
2 

3  Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  amending  Section  1202 

4  to  reconstitute  the  membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  five  members. 

5  Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 

6  Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 

Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

8  Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

9  Section  1 .  The  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 

1 0  Section  1 202,  to  read  as  follows: 

1 1  SECTION  1202.  COUNCIL  COMPOSITION  AND  ADMINISTRATION. 

12  (a)  Council  members  will  represent  the  full  range  of  urban  forest  stakeholders 

1 3  including  city  agencies,  non-  profit  organizations,  tree  management  organizations,  and  the  business 

14  community  members.  The  Council  shall  be  composed  of  five  fifteen  (+5)  regular  voting  members 

15  with  an  alternate  for  each  regular  member  containing  the  same  qualifications.  If  any  regular 

16  member  is  unavailable  to  vote,  that  regular  member's  specific  alternate  shall  be  seated  and 

17  vote  as  a  substitute  alternate,  as  follows: 

18  (1)  Five  (5)  municipal  agencies  with  representatives  from: 

19  ^ — Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Worlds; 

20  fb) — General  Manager  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department; 

21  fe) — Director  of  the  Planning  Department; 

22  (d)  Director  of  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency;  and 

23  (ej — General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

24  (^i)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  appoint  four  eight  (S_4)  regular  members  and  four 

25  (4)  alternates  for  each  specific  member): 
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1  (M)  One  (1 )  member  from  an  educational  organization  involved  with  tree 

2  management  (UC  Cooperative  Extension,  etc.)', 

3  (Bb)  One  (1 )  representative  of  the  tree  management  profession  (International 

4  Society  of  Arboriculture,  American  Society  of  Landscape  Architects,  eteror  similar  professional 

5  organization): 

6  {e) — One  (I)  member  from  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area; 

7  (Cd)  ^we  One  (-2-  1)  member*  of  o_non-profit  organization*  involved  in  urban 

8  forest^1  or  other  environmentally  ■  related  issues;  and 

9  (D.e)    Three  (3)  members  at  large  One  (1)  community  representative. 

1 0  (2-3-)  The  Mayor  shall  appoint  one  two  (2-f)  at  largo  mombor.  s:  representative  of 

1 1  the  tree  management  profession  (International  Society  of  Arboriculture.  American  Society  of 

12  Landscape  Architects,  or  similar  professional  organization)  and  an  alternate  with  the  same 

13  gualification. 

14  {a) — One  (1)  member  from  the  tree  care  industry  with  a  tree  management  professional 

1 5  affiliation  and 

1 6  {b) — One  (I)  member  at  large. 

17  (b)  The  Council  shall  have  advisory  members  comprised  of  representatives  from  the 

18  following  municipal  agencies: 

19  ( 1 )  Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works: 

20  (2)  General  Manager  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department: 

21  (3)  Director  of  the  Planning  Department: 

22  (4)  Director  of  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency:  and 

23  (5)  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 
24 

25 
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1  (c)  Council  members  shall  serve  for  two  years.  Members  can  serve  successive  terms 

2  if  reappointed  by  the  body  originally  appointing  the  Council  member.  Council  members  serve 

3  at  the  will  of  the  body  that  appoints  each  Council  member  as  specified  above.  The  body  that 

4  appoints  Council  members  also  may  appoint  at-large  members  to  serve  any  unfilled  Council 

5  positions. 

6  (c)  The  Council  shall  meet  at  least  once  each  month. 

7  (d)  The  Council  shall  establish  its  own  operating  procedures,  which,  at  a  minimum, 

8  shall  meet  the  public  notice,  meeting,  voting,  agenda  and  other  procedural  requirements  set 

9  forth  in  local  law. 

10  (e)  Subcommittees  shall  be  created  to  adequately  address  other  special  areas  of 

1 1  concern  on  an  as  needed  basis. 

12  (f)  The  Department  of  the  Environment,  with  adequate  funding  to  assist  the  Council  in 

13  carrying  out  its  mission,  shall  provide  professional  and  administrative  staff  to  the  Council. 

14  (g)  All  members  of  the  Council  shall  serve  without  compensation. 

1 5  Section  2.  At  12:00  noon  on  the  30th  day  following  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance,  the 

16  tenures  of  the  persons  currently  holding  seats  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  expire.  The  fire 

17  persons  appointed  as  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  provided  in  this  Section  shall  assume 

18  office  at  12:00  noon  on  the  30th  day  following  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance;  provided  that  if  any 

19  appointing  authority  has  not  made  a  new  appointment  by  such  date,  the  sitting  member  shall  continue 

20  to  serve  for  sixty  days.  The  two-year  terms  of  those  members  appointed  pursuant  to  subsections  (a)(1) 

21  and  (a)(2)  shall  commence  on  that  date. 
22 

23 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

24  DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

25 
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1  By:   

Alicia  Cabrera 

2  Deputy  City  Attorney 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
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21 
22 
23 
24 
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FILE  NO.  2008-05-UFC 


RESOLUTION  NO.  004-08-UFC 
March  28,  2008 


1  [Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership] 
2 

3  Resolution  replying  to  the  proposed  amendment  to  reduce  the  membership  of  the 

4  Urban  Forestry  Council  from  fifteen  to  five  members. 

5  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  charged,  by  Ordinance,  with  many  duties, 

6  including  advising  the  Board  of  Supervisors  about  the  state  of  and  future  outlook  of  San 

7  Francisco's  urban  forest  with  an  annual  Urban  Forest  Report;  and, 

8  WHEREAS,  The  purpose  for  creating  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  was  to  address  the 

9  fragmentation  of  urban  forest  management  in  San  Francisco  and  to  enable  all  parties  to  work 

10  together  through  a  formal  structure  towards  improved  care  of  San  Francisco's  trees;  and, 

1 1  WHEREAS,  The  mission  of  the  Council  to  devise  an  Urban  Forest  Plan,  city-wide 

12  pruning  guidelines  and  a  street  tree  species  list  could  not  have  happened  without  the 

13  expertise  of  the  several  Departments  included  in  its  membership  and, 

14  WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Ordinance  recognizes  that  San  Francisco's 

15  urban  forest  comprises  all  trees  without  regard  for  who  is  responsible  for  management;  and, 

16  WHEREAS,  Integrating  the  Council's  Urban  Forest  Plan,  ratified  by  the  Board  of 

17  Supervisors,  into  the  City's  General  Plan  by  the  Planning  Department  is  yet  to  be 

18  accomplished;  and, 

19  WHEREAS,  At  a  time  of  increased  awareness  and  concern  about  global  climate 

20  change,  it  would  be  unfortunate  for  a  progressive  city  like  San  Francisco  to  take  steps 

21  reducing  the  effectiveness  and  capability  of  an  advisory  body  whose  mission  is  to  enhance 

22  the  urban  forest  of  a  major  metropolitan  city;  and, 


23 
24 
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March  28,  2008 


1  WHEREAS,  The  creation  of  an  urban  forest  activity  baseline  and  a  public  outreach 

2  campaign  to  heighten  awareness  of  the  public's  role  in  relation  to  the  urban  forest  will  be  work 

3  force  intensive;  and, 

4  WHEREAS,  The  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Council  are  accomplished  by  its 

5  membership  representing  a  diversity  of  stakeholders  and  the  diversity  of  San  Francisco's 

6  neighborhoods;  and, 

7  WHEREAS,  City  Department  representatives  provide  essential  professional  expertise 

8  and  institutional  insight;  and, 

9  WHEREAS,  The  budget  of  the  Council  is  structured  so  that  the  Departments  which 

10  have  members  of  the  Council  contribute  an  annual  amount  to  its  operation;  and, 

1 1  WHEREAS,  Without  the  membership  that  now  exists,  the  Council  would  not  have 

12  enough  people  to  have  committees  to  review  landmark  tree  nominations  and  accomplish  its 

1 3  other  objectives;  and 

14  WHEREAS,  In  order  to  further  its  goals,  the  Council  needs  to  have  a  close  connection 

15  to  the  Departments  that  are  in  the  field  and  will  be  implementing  the  plans  and  programs  of 

16  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  and, 

1 7  WHEREAS,  Removing  representatives  from  government  agencies  from  the  Urban 

18  Forestry  Council  leaves  San  Francisco  with  no  other  public  body  to  ensure  that  San 

1 9  Franciscans  derive  the  highest  benefit  from  our  urban  forest;  and, 

20  WHEREAS,  Until  San  Francisco  follows  the  lead  of  other  cities  in  bringing  tree  planting 

21  and  care  functions  in  public  space  together  in  a  single  agency,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 

22  provides  the  only  opportunity  for  collective  tree  management  in  San  Francisco;  and, 
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1  WHEREAS,  Combining- public  and  private  sector  representatives  in  a  single  body  is 

2  essential  for  a  productive  discussion  and  resolution  of  management  challenges  for  the  entire 

3  urban  forest;  now,  therefore  be  it, 

4  RESOLVED,  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  does  not  support  the  proposed  amendment 

5  to  reduce  the  membership  of  the  Council  to  five  and  recommends  that  the  Board  of 

6  Supervisors  reject  this  amendment. 
7 

8  I  hereby  certify  that  this  Resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  at  its 

9  meeting  on  March  28,  2008. 

10  f/jjfpt^^SsL  

1 1  Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
12 

1 3  VOTE:     Adopted  (8-0)  (7  Absent) 

14  AYES:     Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks,  Sherk,  and  Short 

15  NOES:  None 

16  ABSENT:  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Cohen,  Habert,  Nervo,  Miller,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich 
17 

18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


Urban  Forestry  Council 


March  28,  2008 


Landmark  Tree  Committee  Meeting 
June  10,2008 

Visible  Kimiiffc&thn  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation 

L        Response  from  Council  members  on  topic  of  information  to  include  on 
markers 

II.       Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  (four  components) 

!)  A  basic  permanent  Marker  indicating  Landmark  Tree  status,  and  a 

number  for  further  identification/information,  provided  by  the 
City/Council. 

2)  An  optional  Interpretive  Sign  giving  basic  information  about  the 

tree.  nilbrniation  would  include  the  common  and  botanical  names  of 
the  tree,  its  origin  in  that  location,  its  significance  as  a  landmark, 
and  a  link  for  furtlier  information.  Provided  by  owners,  community 
groups,  individuals,  professional  organizations  etc. 


3)  An  online  register  of  Current  Landmark  Trees,  with  the  following 
information:  date  of  landmarking;  landmark  tree  number:  common 
name(s);  botanical  name:  plant  family  name:  location,  of  the  tree 
(address' or  position  relative  to  intersection/landmark);  a  narrative 
documenting  the  origins  of  the  tree,  its  history  in  that  location,  and 
its  significance  as  a  landmark;  links  to  documentation.  Established 
and  maintained  by????? 

4)  An  online  register  of  Historic  Landmark  Trees,  with  the  above 
information;  date  of  "de-commissioning"  and  reason  for 
death/declinc/removal .  (Provision  could  be  made  for  removal  and 
recycling  of  markers  when  the  tree  is  removed.  Former  locations  of 
truly  historic  trees  should  be  informed  by  an  interpretive  sign  or 
plaque.) 


III.      Recommendation  on  Permanenl  Markers 


1)  Off  the  tree— by  statute 

2)  Placed  within  tiripline.  ideally  . . .  thoughts  on  back  yards,  median 
strips? 

3}  Cast  bronze,  set  in  concrete. 

4)  Round  shape 

5)  5"  minimum,  9"  maximum  diameter 

6)  Simple,  recognizable  logo 

7)  Engraved  identifying  information 

IV.  Costs/Sources 

1)  Cost  of  bronze  plates  f(  size,  number  ordered);  4-5"  under  $50;  8-91 
under  $1 00:  initial  design  and  set-up  under  $1.000— California 
Casting,  East  Bay  Brass 

2)  Cost  of  core  drilling  ((locations,  efficiency  in  grouping);  $  1 70  per 
core  max. — PenhaJl 

3)  Cost  of  setting  marker--?????  Concrete,  epoxy,  installer?? — DPW? 

4)  Cost  of  Interpretive  Sign  f  (design,  provider)  -Matthews  Bronze? 

5)  Sources  of  funding?? 


Life    Frames®,  Inc. 
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32  CORNELIA,    SUITE  5C,    NEW  YORK,    NY   10014-4130  VOICE  (2 1 2)242-1  700 
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A  LIVING  LIBRARY  CULTURE-ECOLOGY-TECHNOLOGY 
NATIVE  RIPARIAN/  UPLANDS  TRANSIT  CORRIDORS 
A  Phased  Development  Project 

©  2004   Bonnie  Ora  Sherk  &  Life  Frames,  Inc. 

Incorporating  systemic  ecological  design,  the  opportunity  is  to  created  Living  Library  Nature  Walk 
through  Transit  Corridors  in  diverse  neighborhoods  that  will  simultaneously  serve  multiple  functions: 

•  Frame  the  Islais  Creek  Watershed  through  this  new  narrative  landscape:  Link  and  reunite 
several  San  Francisco  communities:  Bernal  Heights,  Mission,  Bayview,  Potrero  Hill,  Noe 
Valley,  Glen  Park,  Sunnyside,  Excelsior,  Portola  -  through  their  connection  to  the  Watershed. 

•  Mitigate  flooding  from  the  Islais  Creek  in  areas  of  flood  plain. 

•  Plant  native  riparian  and  uplands  trees  and  and  other  native  vegetation  along  transit  corridors 
-        reconfiguring  streets,  medians,  sidewalks,  and  other  public  places,  when  possible,  to  help  stop 

flooding,  beautify  local  places,  while  re-attracting  wildlife. 

•  Provide  traffic  calming,  bike  and  pedestrian  paths,  and  seating  areas,  when  possible. 

•  Develop,  with  community  artists,  themed  narrative  murals  and  other  artworks  along  the 
corridors  that  celebrate  local  ecologies,  history,  and  cultures  -  past,  present,  future. 

•  Create  meaningful  intergenerational  learning  programs  for  all  ages  linking  interrelated 
subjects  based  on  A  Living  Library  Framework  and  ALL  Standards-Based  Curriculum. 

•  Create  multiple  community  educational  and  civic  engagement  opportunities. 

•  Attract  new  businesses  to  underserved  neighborhoods  by  adding  charm  and  interest  to 
neighborhoods  by  creating  A  Living  Library  ECO/Culture  Zone  in  each  community. 

•  Transform  and  beautify  each  neighborhood  and  contribute  positively  to  the  quality  of  life  for 
all  people. 

•  Celebrate  the  uniqueness  of  each  neighborhood  by  showcasing  the  local  resources:  ecological, 
built,  and  multicultural  -  past,  present,  future  -  through  creation  of  Living  Library  Multimedia 
Digital  Archives  developed  in  concert  with  community  residents,  including  children  and  youth, 
displayed  on  green-powered,  sculptural  Digital  Gateways  throughout  the  Transit  Corridors. 

•  Create  opportunities  to  link  the  communities  through  live,  interactive  broadcast  showcased  on 
these  green-powered  Digital  Gateways. 

•  Link  the  existing  Branch  Living  Library  sites  in  the  Excelsior,  Bernal  and  Roosevelt  Island, 
NYC  communities  through  interactive  community  programs  and  live  broadcast;  link  with 
other  Branch  Living  Library  sites  as  they  emerge  in  diverse  parts  of  the  world. 

•  Link  the  BART  stations  in  the  Islais  Creek  Watershed.  Balboa;  Glen  Park;  24th  Street 
through  live,  interactive  connections  between  the  sites  and  displays  of  the  local  Living 
Library  Multimedia  Archives  of  each  neighborhood. 

•  Discover  areas  of  Creek  that  may  be  daylighted.  along  Highway  280;  near  Balboa  HS,  other 
places. 

•  Link  multiple  city  and  state  agencies,  community  groups,  and  individuals  in  processes. 

The  main  streets  to  involve  and  transform  include  sections  of:  Cesar  Chavez,  101/  Bayshore  /  Potrero  / 
Chavez  Freeway  Interchange,  Mission  Street,  San  Jose  Avenue,  Geneva  Avenue,  Third  Street,  Alemany 
Blvd.,  Highway  280,  Cargo  Way. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  REGULAR  MEETING 
DRAFT  MINUTES 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


Tuesday,  June  24,  2008,  5:30  p.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  416 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


JUL  1  0  2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:40 
p.m.  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Nervo, 
Sherk  and  Short.  Absent:  Members  Habertand  Rodgers.  Excused:  Members  Hillan,  Marks, 
Miller  and  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  May  23,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Nervo,  the 
May  23,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (Absent:  Members  Habert, 
Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes) 

3.  Update  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKER: 
Mr.  Andres  Power,  Project  Manager,  Planning  Department.  (Explanatory  Documents:: 
Presentation  and  Scope  of  Work  Tasks  Plan  and  Work  Assignments) 

Excerpt  from  Mr.  Power's  Presentation  in  summary: 

Mr.  Power  presented  a  map  showing  that  San  Francisco  has  a  few  large,  relatively  green 
parcels,  the  Presidio,  Golden  Gate  Park,  McLaren  Park  and  a  few  in  residential  neighborhoods; 
but  to  a  large  extent  there  are  huge  swaths  of  the  city  that  are  not  green;  e.g.,  the  Downtown, 
South  of  Market,  Outer  Richmond,  and  the  Sunset.  It  was  explained  that  the  objective  is  to 
make  a  difference  by  adding  more  green  space  to  the  city.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 
adopted  a  definition  for  the  urban  forest,  and  it  is  this  definition  that  the  Planning  Department  is 
using  to  move  forward  in  this  planning  process.  Namely,  the  urban  forest  is  composed  of  trees 
and  understory  plantings,  which  is  essentially  the  entire  green  structure  of  the  city's  landscape. 

Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  Environmental  Code  charges  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  with 
adopting  an  Urban  Forest  Plan,  with  keeping  it  updated  and  encompassing  as  possible,  and  to 
work  with  City  departments  on  getting  recommendations,  guidelines,  and  financial  mechanisms 
that  are  proposed  in  that  plan  encoded  into  City  policy  and  operating  procedures.  Mr.  Power 
explained  that  the  2006  Urban  Forest  Plan  produced  with  little  funding  is  a  good  start,  but  it  is 
an  understanding  by  this  body  and  of  the  City  as  a  whole  that  subsequent  work  would  need  to 
be  completed  in  order  to  get  that  plan  to  where  its  recommendations  can  be  adopted  into  City 
law.  A  Resolution  passed  by  this  body  in  2007  expressed  that  understanding. 

Mr.  Power  presented  an  update  on  the  Planning  Department's  contract  process,  overview  of 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  scope,  process  and  timeline.  It  was  stated  that  in  December 
2007,  the  Planning  Department  issued  a  Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  in  the  amount  of 
$200,000  to  assist  this  City  and  the  Council  in  developing  the  desired  content.  A  team  headed 
by  EDAW  won  the  selection  and  as  of  yesterday,  the  contract  was  signed  and  work  can  move 
forward.  In  the  interim  Mr.  Power  has  been  working  with  different  City  agencies,  the  Mayor's 
Office  of  City  Greening,  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  Public  Utilities  Commission  to 
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bring  together  a  collaborative  working  group  so  that  as  this  plan  moves  forward,  the  content 
that  is  produced  is  a  quality  product.  It  was  explained  that  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  through  the  last  general  obligation  bond  (Proposition  A  in  February),  stipulates 
about  $5  million  dollars  for  urban  forest  related  issues  and  a  subset  of  that  money  is  for  a 
management  plan  on  how  to  expend  that  money.  The  jurisdiction  of  that  money  is  to  be  spent 
only  on  Recreation  and  Park  land,  so  Planning  will  be  working  collaboratively  with  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  as  the  two  processes  move  forward  to  make  sure  the  two 
plans  mesh  together. 

Mr.  Power  reported  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  sub-consultant  team  that  consists  of 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest;  Sherwood  Design  Engineers  (green  storm-water  engineers);  Mr. 
Josiah  Clark,  Habitat  Potential  (urban  ecology);  Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Tree  Management  Experts 
(arborist  perspectives);  and  Mr.  Joe  McBride,  UC  Berkeley  (tree  science  input  and  to  provide 
commentary).  A  chart  was  shown  of  the  consultant  team  and  organizational  structure  (see 
presentation  above). 

A  handout  was  distributed  on  the  "Scope  of  Work  Tasks  Plan  and  Work  Assignments"  It  was 
explained  that  a  memo  was  sent  to  EDAW  that  establishes  the  fact  that  this  is  a  fluid  process 
and  that  the  project  has  flexibility  for  change.  The  intent  of  the  Plan  is  to  update  and  expand 
on  the  2006  Plan  so  that  there  is  a  comprehensive  visionary  document  that  is  ready  to  be 
incorporated  both  into  the  General  Plan  and  in  all  of  the  other  City  codes  and  ordinances  that 
affect  trees  and  landscaping  in  the  City.  The  goal  is  to  provide  the  framework  and 
implementing  strategy  so  that  the  City  can  move  towards  streets  with  more  green  space. 

The  scope  of  this  Plan  will  cover  the  entire  right  of  way  from  property  line  to  property  line, 
pocket  plazas,  developed  public  parcels,  e.g.  schools,  and  private  property.  It  will  defer  to 
other  efforts  that  have  been  led  by  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA), 
Recreation  and  Park  Department,  the  Natural  Areas  Program,  the  Presidio  and  others,  and  will 
work  closely  with  them  to  make  sure  the  plans  that  are  being  developed  will  be  in  unison  with 
their  plans.  It  was  stated  that  the  scope  of  this  work  does  not  deal  with  Recreation  and  Park 
land,  but  an  effort  will  be  made  to  ensure  that  the  two  plans  work  together.  In  addition,  existing 
Codes,  the  2006  Plan,  and  different  efforts  moving  forward  by  different  agencies  and 
community  groups  will  be  reviewed.  The  plan  will  summarize  the  existing  conditions  both  in 
terms  of  what  is  on  the  ground  physically  and  characterize  the  existing  fragmented  structure 
currently  in  place  in  terms  of  jurisdictional  issues  and  maintenance  and  will  explore  best 
practices  from  other  cities.  Through  a  community  process  and  with  the  help  of  this  Council,  an 
open  vision  of  what  we  want  the  urban  forest  to  look  like  in  San  Francisco  will  be  defined  and 
impediments  will  be  identified.  A  very  detailed  and  actionable  implementation  strategy  with 
recommendations  for  funding  and  looking  at  jurisdictional  considerations  will  be  produced. 
After  the  implementation  strategy  is  developed,  the  next  stage  is  to  do  the  implementation,  go 
to  all  of  the  different  Boards  and  Commissions  that  have  jurisdiction  over  pieces  of  the  City's 
laws  and  propose  the  changes  that  should  be  made. 

The  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  will  tier  off  of  the  Better  Streets  Plan  (that  has  been  published 
and  is  available  for  comment)  and  provide  more  detail.  The  urban  forestry  section  of  the  Better 
Streets  Plan  is  sparse  as  it  deals  with  geometries,  conflicts  with  existing  utilities,  placement 
issues,  but  doesn't  get  into  managerial  issues  of  funding,  types  of  trees,  etc.  It  was  stated  that 
there  would  be  coordination  with  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  on 
their  Storm  water  Management  Program.  Mr.  Power  reported  that  the  SFPUC  will  dedicate 
10%  to  low  impact  design  so  there  will  be  ways  to  mitigate  storm  water  that  are  not  traditional 
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gray  infrastructure;  and  would  include  green  landscaping,  removal  of  concrete  and  adding 
trees,  etc. 

Mr.  Power  reported  on  the  schedule  of  the  planning  process  (expected  to  take  9-12  months)  for 
the  development  of  the  plan  and  public  outreach  plans  (see  explanatory  document).  It  was 
stated  that  it  is  hoped  that  a  draft  document  would  be  available  in  Spring  or  Summer  of  2009. 
Mr.  Power  stated  that  he  would  like  to  discuss  what  the  role  of  the  Council  is  in  relation  to  this 
Plan  and  requested  input  and  advice  from  Council  members. 

Member  Cohen  expressed  her  concern  with  the  form  of  planting  trees  in  little  cutout  squares, 
which  she  felt  is  a  paradigm  that  doesn't  work,  would  be  a  less  successful  mode  of  creating  an 
urban  forest  in  an  urban  center,  and  is  setting  up  the  mechanics  for  tree  failure  for  a  short-lived 
urban  forest.  It  was  explained  that  for  decades  it  has  been  seen  that  trees  fail  in  those 
conditions,  people  don't  take  care  of  them,  and  more  trees  in  more  cutouts  will  not  change  how 
people  feel  about  it.  Member  Cohen  recommended  looking  at  sidewalks  more  as  gardens  as 
opposed  to  little  cutouts  to  put  trees  in  and  asked  Mr.  Power  to  listen  to  the  agenda  item  to 
discuss  a  pilot  project  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  engaged  in  that  shows  different  ways 
of  planting  on  the  sidewalk.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  over  50%  of  San  Francisco  streets  and 
sidewalks  are  hardscape  and  at  some  point,  the  City  could  lose  that  space  to  something  else 
that  is  not  urban  canopy.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  the  Better  Streets  Program  does  not 
discuss  sidewalks  as  gardens  and  that  it  should  be  included  in  the  plan.  Mr.  Power  stated  that 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  will  be  looking  for  ways  to  deal  with  trees  and  understory 
plantings  in  a  more  holistic  way  and  not  just  the  repeating  pattern  of  vertical  street  trees,  but 
something  more  continuous  with  dimensions  that  would  vary  depending  on  the  layout  of  the 
street. 

Member  Short  inquired  when  the  Recreation  and  Park  process  is  going  to  begin  and  whether 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  would  deal  with  Recreation  and  Park  lands  or  would  be  just  an 
effort  to  coordinate  with  their  process.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  Plan  would  deal  with  the  rights 
of  way  that  abut  on  Recreation  and  Park  land,  e.g.,  Lincoln  Avenue  and  Fulton,  but  would  not 
deal  with  actual  Recreation  and  Park  land.  The  General  Obligation  Bond  passed  in  February 
provides  $5  million  dollars,  a  subset  yet  to  be  determined  is  for  a  management  plan.  Mr. 
Power  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  is  considering  cutting  the  entire  Recreation  and 
Park  Planning  Division,  which  would  be  undertaking  this  effort.  They  have  a  staff  of  four  and 
the  proposal  is  to  cut  three  positions.  The  Planning  Department  is  writing  a  letter  in  opposition 
to  the  proposal. 

Member  Blair  submitted  her  comments  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  and  asked  if  the  Plan 
has  control  of  the  100,000  trees  in  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  property.  Mr.  Power 
stated  that  the  scope  of  this  plan  is  not  to  look  at  Recreation  and  Park  Department  land.  It  was 
explained  that  given  the  $200,000  that  is  allocated  to  work  on  the  Master  Plan,  it  would  be 
insufficient  to  do  that.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan's  focus  should  be 
on  the  urban  forest  of  trees  and  not  plants,  as  there  is  already  a  Natural  Areas  Program  Plan 
and  the  Better  Streets  Plan.  Member  Blair  stated  that  even  with  the  1996  Sustainability  Plan 
for  San  Francisco,  we  still  end  up  with  one  of  the  lowest  canopies  of  major  cities  in  the  United 
States  and  only  1  %  of  our  trees  have  a  trunk  diameter  of  22  inches.  Member  Blair 
recommended  that  San  Francisco  for  the  first  time  focus  on  the  preservation  and  protection  of 
the  last  few  large,  tall,  mature  trees  and  also  plan  to  increase  the  number  of  potentially  large 
trees,  species  that  might  be  around  long  enough  to  reach  landmark  quality  for  this  generation 
and  the  next  to  enjoy.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  existing  scope  of  work  mentions  updating 
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the  tree  list  and  that  she  is  impressed  by  seeing  larger  size  trees  going  on  in  the  new  plantings, 
but  has  not  seen  where  this  City  is  going  to  put  in  large  mature  trees  that  will  live  anywhere 
from  90  -  200  to  maybe  1 000  years. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  one  of  her  major  concerns  is  that  San  Francisco  does  not  have  a  tree 
canopy  similar  to  Berkeley  that  has  redwood  trees  in  sidewalk  basins  and  rich  canopies  of  elms 
and  sycamores  that  have  been  in  existence  for  90  years.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  hopes 
that  this  Master  Plan  will  focus  on  trees,  their  preservation  and  promoting  larger  mature  trees, 
because  this  is  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  trees,  not  a  plant  council.  Member  Blair  stated 
that  she  hopes  to  see  a  canopy  that  compares  with  other  cities  that  have  a  tremendous  forest 
and  that  the  Plan  urges  other  city  departments  to  support  the  Council's  policies  and 
resolutions.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  effort  of  this  plan  is  to  re-conceive  and  move  in  the  right 
direction. 

Public  Comment 

Ms.  Nancy  Wuerfel  reported  that  she  was  part  of  the  planning  process  for  the  general 
obligation  bond,  and  explained  that  the  urban  forestry  portion  is  $4  million  not  $5.  It  was  stated 
that  the  intent  was  not  to  have  a  plan  for  the  entire  urban  forest  and  Recreation  and  Park 
Department,  but  simply  to  have  a  plan  that  could  be  implemented  within  the  five  years  the  bond 
was  expected  to  be  in  effect  and  within  the  $4  million  dollar  limit.  The  intent  is  to  get  a  little  bit 
done  in  a  little  area  and  then  move  onto  the  next  bond  and  do  something  else.  Ms.  Wuerfel 
stated  that  she  is  in  support  of  Member  Blair's  statements  to  better  integrate  Recreation  and 
Park  Department's  tree  activities.  It  was  explained  that  the  Natural  Areas  Program  has  control 
of  approximately  360  acres  of  urban  forest  trees  and  have  relegated  these  trees  to 
Management  Area  3,  which  has  little  regard  for  the  trees,  as  they  are  not  surveyed  or  looked 
after.  Ms.  Wuerfel  expressed  her  concern  that  if  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  does  not 
include  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  activities,  that  it  could  be  dooming  100,000 
trees  to  a  very  poor  fate.  It  was  explained  that  the  bond  is  not  going  to  bail  them  out  and 
neither  is  natural  areas. 

Ms.  Wuerfel  also  explained  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  is  only  considering  cutting  3  of  the 
7.5  FTE's  in  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  that  have  not  yet  been  hired.  Ms.  Wuerfel 
also  expressed  her  concern  that  Mr.  Josiah  Clark  who  would  be  a  sub-consultant  to  the  Plan 
has  no  credentials  and  is  not  a  biologist  or  botanist.  It  was  suggested  that  somebody  with 
scientific  degrees  be  hired  to  recommend  ecological  activities  for  the  entire  city.  Ms.  Wuerfel 
expressed  her  strong  support  of  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan,  stated  that  she  loves  trees,  is 
grateful  that  this  tree  plan  is  in  the  General  Plan,  and  offered  her  support  in  helping  make  that 
happen. 

Mr.  Alan  Grossman  asked  if  the  Plan  would  deal  with  (1 )  a  restructure  of  the  City  units  involved 
in  street  tree  management;  and  execution;  (2)  proposed  changes  to  the  Urban  Forest 
Ordinance  and  other  laws  that  govern  street  trees;  (3)  setting  goals  for  the  restoration  of  the 
urban  forest  and  the  expansion  to  some  ultimate  number;  (4)  providing  some  calculations  of 
the  cost  to  reach  those  restoration  and  expansion  goals;  and  (5)  propose  funding  sources  to 
defray  those  costs.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  all  of  Mr.  Grossman's  recommendations  are  scoped 
for  inclusion  in  the  Plan. 

Ordinance  Amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  Amending  Section  1202 
to  Reconstitute  the  Membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  Five  Members. 
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(Explanatory  Documents:  May  23,  2008  Memo.  Proposed  Ordinance,  and  UFC  Resolution 

004-08-UFC)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  current  Ordinance  proposes  five  voting  Council  members;  five 
voting  alternates  who  would  be  secondary  to  the  five  (substitute  at  meetings  that  the  first  five 
are  not  able  to  attend),  and  five  department  representatives.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  a 
Resolution  was  sent  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  after  the  first  amendment  proposal  and  after 
the  Rules  Committee  hearing  and  meetings  with  Supervisor  McGoldrick,  the  second 
amendment  proposal  was  received.  It  was  reported  that  a  hearing  would  be  held  on  the 
proposal  at  the  Rules  Committee  meeting  on  July  17th. 

Member  Short  asked  if  alternates  are  expected  to  attend  every  meeting  or  would  only  attend  if 
the  other  member  were  not  available.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  his  impression  is  that  the  second 
member  would  be  called  on  to  attend  if  the  other  were  not  available.  Member  Short  stated  that  if 
this  were  the  case,  she  did  not  feel  that  alternates  would  be  prepared  and  informed  enough  to 
vote  on  issues  before  the  Council.  If  alternates  were  expected  to  attend  and  not  have  a  lot  of 
interaction  if  the  other  member  were  there,  then  there  would  not  be  a  lot  of  attendance. 
Member  Short  recommended  researching  other  Councils  that  have  a  similar  structure  to  see 
how  their  attendance  works.  Member  Short  expressed  her  concern  that  only  three  people  could 
set  forth  a  resolution  that  could  impact  the  urban  forest. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  having  department  representatives  that  are  not  voting  members  and  who 
would  not  be  required  to  attend  meetings  would  not  be  helpful  to  the  Council's  goals.  It  was 
explained  that  the  original  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Resolution  covers  the  basic  issues  and  that 
the  current  proposal's  membership  requirements  cuts  out  a  lot  of  public  participation  that  is 
important  to  the  Council.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  changing  the  membership  numbers  would  not 
ensure  that  there  would  be  a  quorum  and  would  present  Committee  structure  problems. 

Member  Cohen  stated  that  the  proposed  legislation  undermines  almost  a  decade  of  work  of 
putting  this  Council  in  place  and  that  at  the  tree  summit,  it  was  stated  that  city  agencies  had  to 
be  involved  on  a  very  integrated  level  or  decisions  and  activities  would  not  be  effectively 
produced.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  has  a  calendar  of  how  she  schedules  her  work  and 
could  not  effectively  participate  as  a  drop-in  member. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  the  Supervisor's  memo  states  that  it  is  hoped  that  the  Council 
appreciates  the  content  of  the  legislation  and  all  of  the  good  that  it  can  achieve,  but  that  there  is 
no  explanation  as  to  what  that  good  can  be.  Member  Boss  stated  his  opposition  to  the  proposal 
as  he  felt  that  there  would  be  fewer  people  doing  more  work,  that  there  would  be  fewer 
perspectives  put  forth,  and  does  not  understand  what  good  can  be  achieved  through  this 
change. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  the  memo  also  states  that  it  is  believed  that  this  change  would  help 
the  Council  operate  more  efficiently  and  meet  their  goal  of  coordinating  the  City's  urban  forest 
effort  and  that  it  is  a  good  government  policy.  Member  Sherk  proposed  asking  Supervisor 
McGoldrick  to  explain  in  detail  how  it  would  be  more  efficient,  how  it  would  be  better 
government,  and  how  it  would  help  the  Council  coordinate  the  City's  urban  forest  efforts  better. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  he  is  eager  but  reluctant  to  discuss  strategy  at  this  forum  other 
than  to  suggest  that  there  is  Council  consensus  opposing  this  proposal.  Vice-Chair  Quirke 
proposed  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  at  their  next  meeting  capture  the  Council's 
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opposing  comments  and  write  an  addendum  to  the  original  Council  Resolution  to  present  at  the 
July  17  Rules  Committee  meeting.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  he  felt  that  if  the  Council  were 
opposed  to  the  legislation,  that  it  may  not  pass.  Chair  Short  explained  that  the  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  meeting  is  also  on  July  17,  the  same  day  as  the  Rules  Committee  meeting. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Rules  Committee  meeting  starts  earlier  in  the  day  than  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee,  which  meets  at  4:15  p.m.  Ms.  Fish  stated  that  the  Planning 
and  Funding  Committee  could  schedule  a  special  meeting  before  July  17  if  necessary. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Supervisor's  office  indicated  that  other  Councils,  Commissions, 
etc.  that  are  smaller  than  the  Council  have  worked  many  more  hours  and  have  accomplished 
many  things.  Member  Blair  felt  that  was  because  those  Councils  and  Commissions  may  have 
more  staff  assigned  to  them.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  is  in  opposition  to  the  proposal  and 
recommended  that  the  Council  become  a  Commission  in  order  to  create  laws  and  legislation. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  creating  a  draft  letter  of  key  points  that  were  brought  up  at  the 
meeting  and  make  phone  calls  to  other  City  agencies  and  organizations,  e.g.,  SPUR,  Sierra 
Club,  SF  Beautiful,  and  Parks  Trust  and  let  them  know  that  a  letter  will  be  sent  to  them  asking 
for  their  support  in  sending  letters  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  questioned  the 
capacity  of  the  Council  to  take  on  this  effort.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  timeline  allows  for  a  few 
weeks  and  suggested  that  an  individual  Council  member  contact  three  or  four  oganizations  to 
request  their  support. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  David  Pilpel  spoke  in  support  of  the  idea  of  requesting  that  the  Chair  send 
a  motion  explaining  the  Council's  reasons  for  opposition  and  suggested  including  the  reasons 
presented  at  the  meeting.  It  was  stated  that  if  a  Supervisor  sees  a  problem,  it  should  be 
explained  prior  to  such  a  change  in  composition  of  the  body.  Mr.  Pilpel  discussed  whether  three 
members  could  effectively  make  decisions  about  the  urban  forest  and  whether  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  Urban  Forestry  Division  has  appropriate  staffing  to  carry  out  the  complexities  of 
the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  considering  its  other  workload. 

Mr.  Pilpel  explained  that  the  Rent  Board  has  alternate  members  who  generally  attend  all  of  the 
meetings.  In  the  event  a  voting  member  steps  out,  they  vote,  but  it's  not  common  in  the  City  to 
have  alternate  members  to  vote  when  called  upon.  To  the  extent  that  you  want  to  develop 
people  with  a  body  of  knowledge,  you  have  to  maintain  continuity.  Mr.  Pilpel  recommended 
encapsulating  all  of  the  Council's  comments  into  the  Chair's  letter.  It  was  reported  that  the 
Rules  Committee  meeting  starts  at  10  a.m.  so  the  letter  should  be  prepared  in  advance  of  the 
Planning  and  Funding  meeting  later  in  the  day.  Mr.  Pilpel  also  recommended  communicating 
with  outside  groups  who  have  input  into  the  Supervisors  and  to  include  the  media  in  what  might 
be  an  interesting  story  about  the  proposed  legislation. 

Ms.  Wuerfel  stated  that  the  only  way  that  there  can  be  communication  with  the  Recreation  and 
Park  Department  about  preservation  of  trees  is  through  the  Council.  Ms.  Wuerfel  stated  that  if 
the  Council  does  not  have  representation  from  City  departments,  efforts  could  not  be  brought 
together.  It  was  suggested  including  in  the  letter  that  it  is  the  uniqueness  of  the  charge  of  this 
Council  that  mandates  the  uniqueness  of  the  composition.  It  is  important  to  say  that  the  Council 
has  to  have  voting  members  from  City  departments  in  order  to  provide  input  into  activities  that 
would  affect  their  department.  Ms.  Wuerfel  reported  that  she  has  seen  the  budget  and  that 
Supervisor  McGoldrick  does  not  have  an  issue  with  money,  the  money  is  in  the  budget  and  the 
arguments  have  been  dealt  with,  so  another  reason  has  to  presented  as  to  why  the  Council 
should  have  fewer  members. 
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Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Cohen  without  objection,  the 
Council  requested  that  the  Chair  prepare  a  letter  in  consultation  with  the  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  to  be  added  as  an  addendum  to  the  previous  March  resolution  to 
express  opposition  to  the  proposed  legislation  (Absent:  Members  Habert,  Hillan,  Marks, 
Miller,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich). 

Update  on  the  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  {SPPG)  Pilot  Site  and  Presentation  of 
Outline.  (Explanatory  Document:  Outline  and  Studies)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 
SPEAKER:  Member  Cohen 

Member  Cohen  emphasized  that  sidewalk  pocket  park  gardens  puts  trees  at  the  center  of  the 
ecology.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  originally  brought  the  idea  of  pilot  sites  to  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee  who  had  unanimously  approved  the  idea,  and  then  to  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  where  it  was  also  unanimously  approved  with  a  Resolution.  Member 
Cohen  stated  there  was  a  good  discussion  at  the  February  Council  meeting  and  a  lot  of  points 
to  act  on  were  presented  at  the  meeting.  It  was  suggested  at  that  meeting  that  Member  Cohen 
take  the  lead  on  this  effort  so  that  this  idea  could  come  to  fruition. 

Member  Cohen  requested  that  prior  to  the  August  meeting  that  (1)  Council  members  and  the 
organizations  they  are  involved  with  provide  nominations/suggestions  for  sites  and  in  doing  so, 
to  think  about  champion,  remnant,  and  heritage  trees;  (2)  Council  members  contact 
organizations/agencies  to  establish  a  connection/buy-in  of  people  interested  in  collaborating  on 
an  actual  project  and  to  provide  their  names  to  Member  Cohen;  and  (3)  each  Council  member 
think  about  what  as  an  individual  or  through  their  association  with  other  groups  could  bring  in 
terms  of  in-kind  services  to  the  project.  Member  Cohen  asked  that  Council  members  review 
the  timeline  (included  in  the  second  page  of  the  outline).  It  was  stated  that  there  shouldn't  be 
hard  costs  for  three  pilot  sites  because  they  are  low-impact  and  consist  of  removal  of 
hardscaping.  Member  Cohen  reported  and  showed  diagrams  of  studies  that  she  had 
completed  on  various  pilot  sites  where  a  garden  environment  could  be  set  up  on  a  whole  street 
and  on  understory  plantings  where  large  trees  could  take  the  center  of  the  ecology  (see 
explanatory  document  above). 

Member  Blair  suggested  the  chestnut  or  walnut  trees  on  23rd  Street  between  Folsom  and 
Shotwell  as  a  planting  location  as  the  sidewalk  basins  have  been  opened  up  considerably. 
Member  Cohen  suggested  that  the  pilot  site  examples  be  high  profile  as  they  are  examples 
and  would  like  to  make  sure  that  there  are  enough  people  going  by  in  some  capacity. 

Member  Short  recommended  looking  for  really  big  sidewalks  as  potential  sites  because  there 
is  a  requirement  for  DPW  to  keep  larger  areas  of  pedestrian  path  of  travel  than  initially 
expected.  It  was  stated  that  ADA  requirements  specify  a  minimum  of  48  inches,  but  that  there 
have  been  issues  with  people  trampling  piants  and  complaining  with  the  lack  of  space  with  the 
48-inch  requirement.  It  was  explained  that  DPW  is  moving  toward  recommending  a  five  or  six 
footpath  of  travel  depending  on  the  location.  Member  Short  recommended  keeping  this  in  mind 
when  identifying  locations  and  suggested  identifying  locations  where  the  sidewalk  is  wide 
enough  to  have  a  good  impact  with  the  permeable  portion  of  the  sidewalk  and  to  still  maintain 
sufficient  path  of  travel.  It  was  explained  that  with  existing  permits,  there  has  been  a 
maintenance  issue  where  there  is  not  a  single  plant  left  except  for  the  trees,  and  the  site  is  left 
with  cutouts  that  are  in  various  degrees  of  sunkeness  or  that  is  a  tripping  hazard  potential. 
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Member  Short  recommended  including  the  requirement  that  someone  be  made  available  to 
maintain  the  sites  and  that  there  be  long-term  maintenance. 

Member  Short  stated  she  could  provide  information  on  what  DPW  could  offer  to  support  the 
site  after  sites  have  been  identified  and  are  determined  to  be  in  DPW  jurisdiction.  Member 
Cohen  stated  that  she  has  a  clause  in  the  document  referencing  the  requirement  for  a 
responsible  party  to  provide  long-term  maintenance. 

Member  Cohen  asked  Council  members  to  review  the  last  paragraph  in  the  outline  that 
discusses  additional  thoughts  about  nurturing  and  supporting  old  trees  and  that  emphasizes 
that  larger  and  older  trees  are  the  center  of  this  project;  not  the  understory  planting. 

Mr.  Andres  Power  suggested  referencing  the  list  of  the  streets  that  DPW  is  doing  sidewalk 
replacement/street  repairs  on  and  recommending  that  sidewalk  pocket  parks  be  used  instead 
of  replacing  the  sidewalk  and  leaving  a  3x3  cutout.  It  was  stated  that  it  would  be  less 
expensive  than  repaving. 

6.    Resolution  to  Support  Development  of  an  appropriate  frame  for  the  Islais  Creek 
Watershed  to  enhance  the  urban  forest  canopy  in  conjunction  with  all  City  Agencies 
involved  with  transforming  streets,  streetscapes,  and  other  open  spaces  in  and  around 
the  Islais  Creek  Watershed.  (Explanatory  Document:  UFC  Draft  Resolution  and  Fact  Sheet) 
(Discussion  and  Action)  SPEAKER:  Member  Sherk 

Excerpt  from  Member  Sherk's  presentation  in  summary: 

Member  Sherk  presented  background  information  on  two  Living  Library  projects  that  she  is 
involved  with,  the  OMI/Excelsior  Living  Library  &Think  Park  and  the  South  Bernal  Heights  Living 
Library  &  Think  Park  where  the  landscape  is  being  transformed  and  both  of  the  sites  are  part  of 
the  Islais  Creek  watershed.  It  was  stated  that  each  branch  of  the  Living  Library  looks  at  the 
resources  in  the  community;  e.g.,  human,  ecological,  economic,  historic,  technological  and 
aesthetic  and  all  subjects  come  to  life  through  involvement,  hands  on  transformation  and 
learning  math,  science,  history,  language,  arts,  arts  and  technology.  It  was  explained  that  the 
goal  of  the  Living  Library  is  to  have  Branch  Living  Libraries  in  diverse  communities  that  will  be 
linked  through  green-powered  digital  gateways  and  other  community  programs. 

Member  Sherk  explained  that  the  OMI/Excelsior  Living  Library  &  Think  Park  is  in  southwestern 
San  Francisco  where  Balboa  High  School,  James  Denman  Middle  School,  and  San  Miguel 
Child  Development  Center  are  located.  Member  Sherk  described  the  history  of  the  place  that 
shows  that  the  Islais  Creek  and  vegetable  gardens  and  agriculture  existed  at  the  location  of  the 
schools  before  they  were  built.  Member  Sherk  explained  that  she  was  asked  by  the  James 
Denman  Middle  School  principal  to  work  with  the  school  and  the  community  to  work  to  develop 
the  Master  Plan  for  A  Living  Library,  which  is  an  interdisciplinary,  standards-based,  ecological 
learning  program  integrated  into  a  transformed  environment.  Existing  conditions  of  the  street 
where  there  were  little  or  no  trees  and  the  transformations  that  took  place  were  described  and 
shown  with  pictures.  The  first  iteration  of  the  Master  Plan  that  was  funded  by  the  Mayor's  Office 
of  Community  Development  was  shown  as  well  as  Design  Development  Plans  of  the  San 
Miguel  CDC,  funded  by  the  Ford  Foundation. 

Member  Sherk  showed  slides  of  the  San  Miguel  Child  Development  area  where  they  are 
building  out  a  lot  of  these  areas  now  with  different  learning  zones  including  the  Redwood 
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Reading  Circle  and  the  new  gardens.  Slides  were  shown  on  what  this  area  looked  like  formerly 
and  the  work  that  is  being  done  by  young  children,  youth,  and  adults  who  are  involved  in 
transforming  the  hardscape  into  gardens,  plantings,  etc.  It  was  explained  that  a  green  skills  job- 
training  program  targeting  low-income  immigrant  adults  was  offered.  Before  and  after  pictures 
were  shown  of  the  streetscape  transformation  after  California  native  tree  and  understory 
plantings  and  artworks  were  added.  Member  Sherk  discussed  the  attributes  of  planting  large 
California  native  trees  for  both  projects. 

Member  Sherk  described  the  South  Bernal  Heights  Living  Library  &  Think  Park  and  the  planning 
process,  which  also  engaged  the  Children,  adults,  and  the  community.  It  was  explained  that  the 
approach  of  A  Living  Library  (A.L.L.),  is  to  look  at  the  local  assets  of  the  community:  human, 
ecological,  economic,  historic,  technological  and  aesthetic,  and  to  look  through  the  lens  of  time  - 
past,  present,  and  future.  As  part  of  the  program,  the  children  have  a  media  literacy  component 
so  that  they  can  document  all  processes  of  research,  planning,  design  and  implementation  use, 
maintenance,  management  and  communications  for  the  project.  The  Community  Masterplan 
from  2002,  was  to  create  a  Bernal  Heights  Living  Library  Nature  Walk. 

Member  Sherk  showed  a  slide  of  the  Islais  creek  system,  which  links  at  least  nine  communities 
in  San  Francisco.  It  was  explained  that  it  would  be  fantastic  to  call  attention  to  this  place 
through  trees  and  understory,  using  native  trees  whenever  possible.  Member  Sherk  explained 
that  the  more  that  the  project  creates  a  strong  visual  representation,  there  would  be  a  greater 
impact  -  conceptually,  visually,  and  functionally. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  she  is  not  against  non-native  trees,  but  in  this  situation,  the  effect  of 
using  native  trees  would  be  dramatic.  The  opportunity  is  to  have  trees,  native  trees  whenever 
possible,  under-story,  and  narrative  artworks  and  other  elements,  such  as  signage  and  narrative 
artworks,  to  tie  all  of  the  elements  together.  It  is  also  a  terrific  opportunity  for  all  of  the  different 
agencies  in  the  City  to  participate.  Member  Sherk  stated  that  she  believes  that  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  can  have  a  role  in  this  effort  that  could  be  beneficial  and  help  to  bring  together 
the  different  agencies,  and  more  promininence  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

Member  Sherk  recommended  amendments  to  the  Resolution:  (1)  Lines  8  and  9,  to  capitalize 
"w"  in  watershed  as  it  is  in  Line  21;  (2)  line  9:so  it  reads  "using  native  trees  and  understory 
whenever  possible,  and  suitable  non-native  trees";  (3)  line  12  so  that  it  reads,  "in  Southwestern 
and  Southeastern  San  Francisco";  (4)  line  16,  "planting  native  trees  and  understory  whenever 
possible,  and  suitable  non-native  trees,  signage...";  (5)  line  21,  change  to  "Whereas, 
Developing  the  Islais  Creek  Watershed  in  this  manner";  (6)  second  page,  line  3  change 
"supporting  a"  to  "supporting  the"  and  capitalize  "Bernal  Heights  Nature  Walk". 

Member  Boss  recommended  either  dropping  or  making  a  clarification  to  the  reference  of  using 
native  or  non-native  trees.  It  was  explained  that  typically,  for  most  people  when  the  term  native 
is  used,  it  would  mean  California  native,  and  California  is  a  political  boundary  with  no  ecological 
context,  and  what  you  are  talking  about  here  is  ecological  context.  Trees  from  other  California 
areas  are  not  relevant  to  this  place.  Member  Boss  recommended  changing  the  reference  to 
either  a  Bay  Area  or  a  regional  native,  ideally  native  to  Islais  Creek. 

Member  Cohen  suggested  making  sure  that  in  the  language  that  the  window  for  the  choice  of 
trees  is  not  closed  or  opened  so  much  because  a  lot  of  California  or  regional  natives  have 
nothing  to  do  with  a  watershed  or  are  not  appropriate  for  planting  in  a  watershed. 
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Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Council's  endorsement  would  be  an  overall  blanket  endorsement 
of  the  idea,  and  would  not  be  specific  to  any  of  the  projects. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  she  was  concerned  about  the  message  that  is  being  sent  to 
schoolchildren  when  something  native  is  being  promoted  and  may  offend  the  non-native 
children  in  school.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  likes  the  idea  of  a  watershed,  the  idea  of 
greening,  but  does  not  support  the  native  plant  movement. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  based  on  Members  Boss  and  Cohen's  comments  she  would  like  to 
change,  in  #8,  line  9,  to  read  "development  of  an  appropriate  frame  for  the  Islais  Creek 
watershed  using  regionally  appropriate  riparian  or  drought  tolerant  native  trees  and  understory 
whenever  possible,  and  suitable  non-native  tree  plantings,  ..."  Member  Boss  recommended  the 
line  to  read  "using  regional  native  and  site  appropriate  plants  and  suitable  non-native  tree 
plantings..."  Member  Cohen  recommended,  "using  suitable  trees  and  understory  ecology  that 
enhances  the  watershed  project,  themed  artworks".  Member  Sherk  stated  she  would  like  to 
retain  the  native  and  non-native  reference. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Wuerfel  suggested  (1)  not  planting  a  drought-tolerant  plant  next  to  a 
riparian  plant  and  (2)  asked  whether  the  fact  sheet  that  is  included  in  the  packet  would  be 
adopted  as  part  of  the  Resolution.   Member  Sherk  explained  that  the  fact  sheet  is  for 
informational  purposes  only. 

Chair  Milne  recommended  adopting  the  Resolution  as  written  without  amendments. 
Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  the  Resolution  was 
recommended  for  approval.  The  motion  did  not  pass  by  the  following  vote  (Ayes:  Chair 
Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Sherk  and  Short.  Noes: 
Member  Blair;  Absent:  Members  Habert,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers  and 
Sustarich.)  Member  Blair  stated  that  her  opposition  is  that  the  idea  should  be  to  promote 
the  watershed  with  trees  and  under-story  plantings  and  would  prefer  to  see  the  word 
native  removed  from  the  Resolution. 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  a  new  Resolution  would  have  to  be  prepared  at  the  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  meeting  and  then  brought  back  to  the  Council  for  a  vote. 

7.   Recommendation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  Budget. 

(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

Chair  Milne  asked  the  Council  to  recommend  that  the  Chair  write  a  letter  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  since  they  are  in  the  middle  of  their  budgetary  considerations  for  urban  forest 
budget  purposes.  The  letter  would  be  a  general  letter  recommending  that  they  maintain  the 
amount  of  money  in  the  budget  for  tree  planting,  tree  maintenance,  etc. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Short,  without  objection,  the 
Council  recommended  that  Chair  Milne  write  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Budget 
Committee  suggesting  that  they  maintain  the  City  budget  for  tree  planting  and 
maintenance  for  the  upcoming  year.  (Vote:  8-0;  7  Absent;  Ayes:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair 
Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Sherk  and  Short.  Absent:  Members 
Habert,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich.) 
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8.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 

Documents:  061008  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal,  Graphic  06  1  00  8  061008  Landmark  Tree 
Identification,  Proposed  Amended  Graphic,,  3nd  062408  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Recommendation) 

(Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
Continued  to  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting. 
Items  9  -  13  were  not  heard  due  to  a  loss  of  quorum. 

9.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 
relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities.  (Informational 
Report  and  Discussion) 

10.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 

Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  July  17,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  July  8,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 

11.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Information  and 
Discussion) 

12.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion) 

13.  Public  Comment:   Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

14.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  8:10  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1 
Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the 
links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed 
below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fish(a>Sfqov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
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1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:40 
p.m.  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Nervo, 
Sherk  and  Short.  Absent:  Member  Habert.  Excused:  Members  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Rodgers 
and  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  May  23,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Nervo,  the 
May  23,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (Absent:  Members  Habert, 
Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes) 

3.  Update  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKER: 
Mr.  Andres  Power,  Project  Manager,  Planning  Department.  (Explanatory  Documents:: 
Presentation  and  Scope  of  Work  Tasks  Plan  and  Work  Assignments) 

Excerpt  from  Mr.  Power's  Presentation  in  summary: 

Mr.  Power  presented  a  map  showing  that  San  Francisco  has  a  few  large,  relatively  green 
parcels,  the  Presidio,  Golden  Gate  Park,  McLaren  Park  and  a  few  in  residential  neighborhoods; 
but  to  a  large  extent  there  are  huge  swaths  of  the  city  that  are  not  green;  e.g.,  the  Downtown, 
South  of  Market,  Outer  Richmond,  and  the  Sunset.  It  was  explained  that  the  objective  is  to 
make  a  difference  by  adding  more  green  space  to  the  city.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 
adopted  a  definition  for  the  urban  forest,  and  it  is  this  definition  that  the  Planning  Department  is 
using  to  move  forward  in  this  planning  process.  Namely,  the  urban  forest  is  composed  of  trees 
and  understory  plantings,  which  is  essentially  the  entire  green  structure  of  the  city's  landscape. 

Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  Environmental  Code  charges  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  with 
adopting  an  Urban  Forest  Plan,  with  keeping  it  updated  and  encompassing  as  possible,  and  to 
work  with  City  departments  on  getting  recommendations,  guidelines,  and  financial  mechanisms 
that  are  proposed  in  that  plan  encoded  into  City  policy  and  operating  procedures.  Mr.  Power 
explained  that  the  2006  Urban  Forest  Plan  produced  with  little  funding  is  a  good  start,  but  it  is 
an  understanding  by  this  body  and  of  the  City  as  a  whole  that  subsequent  work  would  need  to 
be  completed  in  order  to  get  that  plan  to  where  its  recommendations  can  be  adopted  into  City 
law.  A  Resolution  passed  by  this  body  in  2007  expressed  that  understanding. 

Mr.  Power  presented  an  update  on  the  Planning  Department's  contract  process,  overview  of 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  scope,  process  and  timeline.  It  was  stated  that  in  December 
2007,  the  Planning  Department  issued  a  Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  in  the  amount  of 
$200,000  to  assist  this  City  and  the  Council  in  developing  the  desired  content.  A  team  headed 
by  EDAW  won  the  selection  and  as  of  yesterday,  the  contract  was  signed  and  work  can  move 
forward.  In  the  interim  Mr.  Power  has  been  working  with  different  City  agencies,  the  Mayor's 
Office  of  City  Greening,  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  Public  Utilities  Commission  to 
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bring  together  a  collaborative  working  group  so  that  as  this  plan  moves  forward,  the  content 
that  is  produced  is  a  quality  product.  It  was  explained  that  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  through  the  last  general  obligation  bond  (Proposition  A  in  February),  stipulates 
about  $5  million  dollars  for  urban  forest  related  issues  and  a  subset  of  that  money  is  for  a 
management  plan  on  how  to  expend  that  money.  The  jurisdiction  of  that  money  is  to  be  spent 
only  on  Recreation  and  Park  land,  so  Planning  will  be  working  collaboratively  with  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  as  the  two  processes  move  forward  to  make  sure  the  two 
plans  mesh  together. 

Mr.  Power  reported  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  sub-consultant  team  that  consists  of 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest;  Sherwood  Design  Engineers  (green  storm-water  engineers);  Mr. 
Josiah  Clark,  Habitat  Potential  (urban  ecology);  Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Tree  Management  Experts 
(arborist  perspectives);  and  Mr.  Joe  McBride,  UC  Berkeley  (tree  science  input  and  to  provide 
commentary).  A  chart  was  shown  of  the  consultant  team  and  organizational  structure  (see 
presentation  above). 

A  handout  was  distributed  on  the  "Scope  of  Work  Tasks  Plan  and  Work  Assignments"  It  was 
explained  that  a  memo  was  sent  to  EDAW  that  establishes  the  fact  that  this  is  a  fluid  process 
and  that  the  project  has  flexibility  for  change.  The  intent  of  the  Plan  is  to  update  and  expand 
on  the  2006  Plan  so  that  there  is  a  comprehensive  visionary  document  that  is  ready  to  be 
incorporated  both  into  the  General  Plan  and  in  all  of  the  other  City  codes  and  ordinances  that 
affect  trees  and  landscaping  in  the  City.  The  goal  is  to  provide  the  framework  and 
implementing  strategy  so  that  the  City  can  move  towards  streets  with  more  green  space. 

The  scope  of  this  Plan  will  cover  the  entire  right  of  way  from  property  line  to  property  line, 
pocket  plazas.,  developed  public  parcels,  e.g.  schools,  and  private  property.  It  will  defer  to 
other  efforts  that  have  been  led  by  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA), 
Recreation  and  Park  Department,  the  Natural  Areas  Program,  the  Presidio  and  others,  and  will 
work  closely  with  them  to  make  sure  the  plans  that  are  being  developed  will  be  in  unison  with 
their  plans.  It  was  stated  that  the  scope  of  this  work  does  not  deal  with  Recreation  and  Park 
land,  but  an  effort  will  be  made  to  ensure  that  the  two  plans  work  together.  In  addition,  existing 
Codes,  the  2006  Plan,  and  different  efforts  moving  forward  by  different  agencies  and 
community  groups  will  be  reviewed.  The  plan  will  summarize  the  existing  conditions  both  in 
terms  of  what  is  on  the  ground  physically  and  characterize  the  existing  fragmented  structure 
currently  in  place  in  terms  of  jurisdictional  issues  and  maintenance  and  will  explore  best 
practices  from  other  cities.  Through  a  community  process  and  with  the  help  of  this  Council,  an 
open  vision  of  what  we  want  the  urban  forest  to  look  like  in  San  Francisco  will  be  defined  and 
impediments  will  be  identified.  A  very  detailed  and  actionable  implementation  strategy  with 
recommendations  for  funding  and  looking  at  jurisdictional  considerations  will  be  produced. 
After  the  implementation  strategy  is  developed,  the  next  stage  is  to  do  the  implementation,  go 
to  all  of  the  different  Boards  and  Commissions  that  have  jurisdiction  over  pieces  of  the  City's 
laws  and  propose  the  changes  that  should  be  made. 

The  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  will  tier  off  of  the  Better  Streets  Plan  (that  has  been  published 
and  is  available  for  comment)  and  provide  more  detail.  The  urban  forestry  section  of  the  Better 
Streets  Plan  is  sparse  as  it  deals  with  geometries,  conflicts  with  existing  utilities,  placement 
issues,  but  doesn't  get  into  managerial  issues  of  funding,  types  of  trees,  etc.  It  was  stated  that 
there  would  be  coordination  with  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  on 
their  Storm  water  Management  Program.  Mr.  Power  reported  that  the  SFPUC  will  dedicate 
10%  to  low  impact  design  so  there  will  be  ways  to  mitigate  storm  water  that  are  not  traditional 
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gray  infrastructure;  and  would  include  green  landscaping,  removal  of  concrete  and  adding 
trees,  etc. 

Mr.  Power  reported  on  the  schedule  of  the  planning  process  (expected  to  take  9-12  months)  for 
the  development  of  the  plan  and  public  outreach  plans  (see  explanatory  document).  It  was 
stated  that  it  is  hoped  that  a  draft  document  would  be  available  in  Spring  or  Summer  of  2009. 
Mr.  Power  stated  that  he  would  like  to  discuss  what  the  role  of  the  Council  is  in  relation  to  this 
Plan  and  requested  input  and  advice  from  Council  members. 

Member  Cohen  expressed  her  concern  with  the  form  of  planting  trees  in  little  cutout  squares, 
which  she  felt  is  a  paradigm  that  doesn't  work,  would  be  a  less  successful  mode  of  creating  an 
urban  forest  in  an  urban  center,  and  is  setting  up  the  mechanics  for  tree  failure  for  a  short-lived 
urban  forest.  It  was  explained  that  for  decades  it  has  been  seen  that  trees  fail  in  those 
conditions,  people  don't  take  care  of  them,  and  more  trees  in  more  cutouts  will  not  change  how 
people  feel  about  it.  Member  Cohen  recommended  looking  at  sidewalks  more  as  gardens  as 
opposed  to  little  cutouts  to  put  trees  in  and  asked  Mr.  Power  to  listen  to  the  agenda  item  to 
discuss  a  pilot  project  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  engaged  in  that  shows  different  ways 
of  planting  on  the  sidewalk.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  over  50%  of  San  Francisco  streets  and 
sidewalks  are  hardscape  and  at  some  point,  the  City  could  lose  that  space  to  something  else 
that  is  not  urban  canopy.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  the  Better  Streets  Program  does  not 
discuss  sidewalks  as  gardens  and  that  it  should  be  included  in  the  plan.  Mr.  Power  stated  that 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  will  be  looking  for  ways  to  deal  with  trees  and  understory 
plantings  in  a  more  holistic  way  and  not  just  the  repeating  pattern  of  vertical  street  trees,  but 
something  more  continuous  with  dimensions  that  would  vary  depending  on  the  layout  of  the 
street. 

Member  Short  inquired  when  the  Recreation  and  Park  process  is  going  to  begin  and  whether 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  would  deal  with  Recreation  and  Park  lands  or  would  be  just  an 
effort  to  coordinate  with  their  process.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  Plan  would  deal  with  the  rights 
of  way  that  abut  on  Recreation  and  Park  land,  e.g.,  Lincoln  Avenue  and  Fulton,  but  would  not 
deal  with  actual  Recreation  and  Park  land.  The  General  Obligation  Bond  passed  in  February 
provides  $5  million  dollars,  a  subset  yet  to  be  determined  is  for  a  management  plan.  Mr. 
Power  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  is  considering  cutting  the  entire  Recreation  and 
Park  Planning  Division,  which  would  be  undertaking  this  effort.  They  have  a  staff  of  four  and 
the  proposal  is  to  cut  three  positions.  The  Planning  Department  is  writing  a  letter  in  opposition 
to  the  proposal. 

Member  Blair  submitted  her  comments  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  and  asked  if  the  Plan 
has  control  of  the  100,000  trees  in  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  property.  Mr.  Power 
stated  that  the  scope  of  this  plan  is  not  to  look  at  Recreation  and  Park  Department  land.  It  was 
explained  that  given  the  $200,000  that  is  allocated  to  work  on  the  Master  Plan,  it  would  be 
insufficient  to  do  that.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan's  focus  should  be 
on  the  urban  forest  of  trees  and  not  plants,  as  there  is  already  a  Natural  Areas  Program  Plan 
and  the  Better  Streets  Plan.  Member  Blair  stated  that  even  with  the  1996  Sustainability  Plan 
for  San  Francisco,  we  still  end  up  with  one  of  the  lowest  canopies  of  major  cities  in  the  United 
States  and  only  1  %  of  our  trees  have  a  trunk  diameter  of  22  inches.  Member  Blair 
recommended  that  San  Francisco  for  the  first  time  focus  on  the  preservation  and  protection  of 
the  last  few  large,  tall,  mature  trees  and  also  plan  to  increase  the  number  of  potentially  large 
trees,  species  that  might  be  around  long  enough  to  reach  landmark  quality  for  this  generation 
and  the  next  to  enjoy.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  existing  scope  of  work  mentions  updating 
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the  tree  list  and  that  she  is  impressed  by  seeing  larger  size  trees  going  on  in  the  new  plantings, 
but  has  not  seen  where  this  City  is  going  to  put  in  large  mature  trees  that  will  live  anywhere 
from  90  -  200  to  maybe  1000  years. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  one  of  her  major  concerns  is  that  San  Francisco  does  not  have  a  tree 
canopy  similar  to  Berkeley  that  has  redwood  trees  in  sidewalk  basins  and  rich  canopies  of  elms 
and  sycamores  that  have  been  in  existence  for  90  years.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  hopes 
that  this  Master  Plan  will  focus  on  trees,  their  preservation  and  promoting  larger  mature  trees, 
because  this  is  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  trees,  not  a  plant  council.  Member  Blair  stated 
that  she  hopes  to  see  a  canopy  that  compares  with  other  cities  that  have  a  tremendous  forest 
and  that  the  Plan  urges  other  city  departments  to  support  the  Council's  policies  and 
resolutions.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  effort  of  this  plan  is  to  re-conceive  and  move  in  the  right 
direction. 

Public  Comment 

Ms.  Nancy  Wuerfel  reported  that  she  was  part  of  the  planning  process  for  the  general 
obligation  bond,  and  explained  that  the  urban  forestry  portion  is  $4  million  not  $5.  It  was  stated 
that  the  intent  was  not  to  have  a  plan  for  the  entire  urban  forest  and  Recreation  and  Park 
Department,  but  simply  to  have  a  plan  that  could  be  implemented  within  the  five  years  the  bond 
was  expected  to  be  in  effect  and  within  the  $4  million  dollar  limit.  The  intent  is  to  get  a  little  bit 
done  in  a  little  area  and  then  move  onto  the  next  bond  and  do  something  else.  Ms.  Wuerfel 
stated  that  she  is  in  support  of  Member  Blair's  statements  to  better  integrate  Recreation  and 
Park  Department's  tree  activities.  It  was  explained  that  the  Natural  Areas  Program  has  control 
of  approximately  360  acres  of  urban  forest  trees  and  have  relegated  these  trees  to 
Management  Area  3,  which  has  little  regard  for  the  trees,  as  they  are  not  surveyed  or  looked 
after.  Ms.  Wuerfel  expressed  her  concern  that  if  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  does  not 
include  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  activities,  that  it  could  be  dooming  100,000 
trees  to  a  very  poor  fate.  It  was  explained  that  the  bond  is  not  going  to  bail  them  out  and 
neither  is  natural  areas. 

Ms.  Wuerfel  also  explained  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  is  only  considering  cutting  3  of  the 
7.5  FTE's  in  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  that  have  not  yet  been  hired.  Ms.  Wuerfel 
also  expressed  her  concern  that  Mr.  Josiah  Clark  who  would  be  a  sub-consultant  to  the  Plan 
has  no  credentials  and  is  not  a  biologist  or  botanist.  It  was  suggested  that  somebody  with 
scientific  degrees  be  hired  to  recommend  ecological  activities  for  the  entire  city.  Ms.  Wuerfel 
expressed  her  strong  support  of  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan,  stated  that  she  loves  trees,  is 
grateful  that  this  tree  plan  is  in  the  General  Plan,  and  offered  her  support  in  helping  make  that 
happen. 

Mr.  Alan  Grossman  asked  if  the  Plan  would  deal  with  (1 )  a  restructure  of  the  City  units  involved 
in  street  tree  management;  and  execution;  (2)  proposed  changes  to  the  Urban  Forest 
Ordinance  and  other  laws  that  govern  street  trees;  (3)  setting  goals  for  the  restoration  of  the 
urban  forest  and  the  expansion  to  some  ultimate  number;  (4)  providing  some  calculations  of 
the  cost  to  reach  those  restoration  and  expansion  goals;  and  (5)  propose  funding  sources  to 
defray  those  costs.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  all  of  Mr.  Grossman's  recommendations  are  scoped 
for  inclusion  in  the  Plan. 

Ordinance  Amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  Amending  Section  1202 
to  Reconstitute  the  Membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  Five  Members. 
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(Explanatory  Documents:  May  23,  2008  Memo,  Proposed  Ordinance,  and  UFC  Resolution 

004-08-UFC)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  current  Ordinance  proposes  five  voting  Council  members;  five 
voting  alternates  who  would  be  secondary  to  the  five  (substitute  at  meetings  that  the  first  five 
are  not  able  to  attend),  and  five  department  representatives.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  a 
Resolution  was  sent  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  after  the  first  amendment  proposal  and  after 
the  Rules  Committee  hearing  and  meetings  with  Supervisor  McGoldrick,  the  second 
amendment  proposal  was  received.  It  was  reported  that  a  hearing  would  be  held  on  the 
proposal  at  the  Rules  Committee  meeting  on  July  17th. 

Member  Short  asked  if  alternates  are  expected  to  attend  every  meeting  or  would  only  attend  if 
the  other  member  were  not  available.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  his  impression  is  that  the  second 
member  would  be  called  on  to  attend  if  the  other  were  not  available.  Member  Short  stated  that  if 
this  were  the  case,  she  did  not  feel  that  alternates  would  be  prepared  and  informed  enough  to 
vote  on  issues  before  the  Council.  If  alternates  were  expected  to  attend  and  not  have  a  lot  of 
interaction  if  the  other  member  were  there,  then  there  would  not  be  a  lot  of  attendance. 
Member  Short  recommended  researching  other  Councils  that  have  a  similar  structure  to  see 
how  their  attendance  works.  Member  Short  expressed  her  concern  that  only  three  people  could 
set  forth  a  resolution  that  could  impact  the  urban  forest. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  having  department  representatives  that  are  not  voting  members  and  who 
would  not  be  required  to  attend  meetings  would  not  be  helpful  to  the  Council's  goals.  It  was 
explained  that  the  original  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Resolution  covers  the  basic  issues  and  that 
the  current  proposal's  membership  requirements  cuts  out  a  lot  of  public  participation  that  is 
important  to  the  Council.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  changing  the  membership  numbers  would  not 
ensure  that  there  would  be  a  quorum  and  would  present  Committee  structure  problems. 

Member  Cohen  stated  that  the  proposed  legislation  undermines  almost  a  decade  of  work  of 
putting  this  Council  in  place  and  that  at  the  tree  summit,  it  was  stated  that  city  agencies  had  to 
be  involved  on  a  very  integrated  level  or  decisions  and  activities  would  not  be  effectively 
produced.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  has  a  calendar  of  how  she  schedules  her  work  and 
could  not  effectively  participate  as  a  drop-in  member. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  the  Supervisor's  memo  states  that  it  is  hoped  that  the  Council 
appreciates  the  content  of  the  legislation  and  all  of  the  good  that  it  can  achieve,  but  that  there  is 
no  explanation  as  to  what  that  good  can  be.  Member  Boss  stated  his  opposition  to  the  proposal 
as  he  felt  that  there  would  be  fewer  people  doing  more  work,  that  there  would  be  fewer 
perspectives  put  forth,  and  does  not  understand  what  good  can  be  achieved  through  this 
change. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  the  memo  also  states  that  it  is  believed  that  this  change  would  help 
the  Council  operate  more  efficiently  and  meet  their  goal  of  coordinating  the  City's  urban  forest 
effort  and  that  it  is  a  good  government  policy.  Member  Sherk  proposed  asking  Supervisor 
McGoldrick  to  explain  in  detail  how  it  would  be  more  efficient,  how  it  would  be  better 
government,  and  how  it  would  help  the  Council  coordinate  the  City's  urban  forest  efforts  better. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  he  is  eager  but  reluctant  to  discuss  strategy  at  this  forum  other 
than  to  suggest  that  there  is  Council  consensus  opposing  this  proposal.  Vice-Chair  Quirke 
proposed  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  at  their  next  meeting  capture  the  Council's 
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opposing  comments  and  write  an  addendum  to  the  original  Council  Resolution  to  present  at  the 
July  17  Rules  Committee  meeting.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  he  felt  that  if  the  Council  were 
opposed  to  the  legislation,  that  it  may  not  pass.  Chair  Short  explained  that  the  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  meeting  is  also  on  July  17,  the  same  day  as  the  Rules  Committee  meeting. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Rules  Committee  meeting  starts  earlier  in  the  day  than  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee,  which  meets  at  4:15  p.m.  Ms.  Fish  stated  that  the  Planning 
and  Funding  Committee  could  schedule  a  special  meeting  before  July  17  if  necessary. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Supervisor's  office  indicated  that  other  Councils,  Commissions, 
etc.  that  are  smaller  than  the  Council  have  worked  many  more  hours  and  have  accomplished 
many  things.  Member  Blair  felt  that  was  because  those  Councils  and  Commissions  may  have 
more  staff  assigned  to  them.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  is  in  opposition  to  the  proposal  and 
recommended  that  the  Council  become  a  Commission  in  order  to  create  laws  and  legislation. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  creating  a  draft  letter  of  key  points  that  were  brought  up  at  the 
meeting  and  make  phone  calls  to  other  City  agencies  and  organizations,  e.g.,  SPUR,  Sierra 
Club,  SF  Beautiful,  and  Parks  Trust  and  let  them  know  that  a  letter  will  be  sent  to  them  asking 
for  their  support  in  sending  letters  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  questioned  the 
capacity  of  the  Council  to  take  on  this  effort.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  timeline  allows  for  a  few 
weeks  and  suggested  that  an  individual  Council  member  contact  three  or  four  oganizations  to 
request  their  support. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  David  Pilpel  spoke  in  support  of  the  idea  of  requesting  that  the  Chair  send 
a  motion  explaining  the  Council's  reasons  for  opposition  and  suggested  including  the  reasons 
presented  at  the  meeting.  It  was  stated  that  if  a  Supervisor  sees  a  problem,  it  should  be 
explained  prior  to  such  a  change  in  composition  of  the  body.  Mr.  Pilpel  discussed  whether  three 
members  could  effectively  make  decisions  about  the  urban  forest  and  whether  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  Urban  Forestry  Division  has  appropriate  staffing  to  carry  out  the  complexities  of 
the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  considering  its  other  workload. 

Mr.  Pilpel  explained  that  the  Rent  Board  has  alternate  members  who  generally  attend  all  of  the 
meetings.  In  the  event  a  voting  member  steps  out,  they  vote,  but  it's  not  common  in  the  City  to 
have  alternate  members  to  vote  when  called  upon.  To  the  extent  that  you  want  to  develop 
people  with  a  body  of  knowledge,  you  have  to  maintain  continuity.  Mr.  Pilpel  recommended 
encapsulating  all  of  the  Council's  comments  into  the  Chair's  letter.  It  was  reported  that  the 
Rules  Committee  meeting  starts  at  10  a.m.  so  the  letter  should  be  prepared  in  advance  of  the 
Planning  and  Funding  meeting  later  in  the  day.  Mr.  Pilpel  also  recommended  communicating 
with  outside  groups  who  have  input  into  the  Supervisors  and  to  include  the  media  in  what  might 
be  an  interesting  story  about  the  proposed  legislation. 

Ms.  Wuerfel  stated  that  the  only  way  that  there  can  be  communication  with  the  Recreation  and 
Park  Department  about  preservation  of  trees  is  through  the  Council.  Ms.  Wuerfel  stated  that  if 
the  Council  does  not  have  representation  from  City  departments,  efforts  could  not  be  brought 
together.  It  was  suggested  including  in  the  letter  that  it  is  the  uniqueness  of  the  charge  of  this 
Council  that  mandates  the  uniqueness  of  the  composition.  It  is  important  to  say  that  the  Council 
has  to  have  voting  members  from  City  departments  in  order  to  provide  input  into  activities  that 
would  affect  their  department.  Ms.  Wuerfel  reported  that  she  has  seen  the  budget  and  that 
Supervisor  McGoldrick  does  not  have  an  issue  with  money,  the  money  is  in  the  budget  and  the 
arguments  have  been  dealt  with,  so  another  reason  has  to  presented  as  to  why  the  Council 
should  have  fewer  members. 
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Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Cohen  without  objection,  the 
Council  requested  that  the  Chair  prepare  a  letter  in  consultation  with  the  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  to  be  added  as  an  addendum  to  the  previous  March  resolution  to 
express  opposition  to  the  proposed  legislation  (Absent:  Members  Habert,  Hillan,  Marks, 
Miller,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich). 

Update  on  the  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  {SPPG)  Pilot  Site  and  Presentation  of 
Outline.  (Explanatory  Document:  Outline  and  Studies)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 
SPEAKER:  Member  Cohen 

Member  Cohen  emphasized  that  sidewalk  pocket  park  gardens  puts  trees  at  the  center  of  the 
ecology.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  originally  brought  the  idea  of  pilot  sites  to  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee  who  had  unanimously  approved  the  idea,  and  then  to  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  where  it  was  also  unanimously  approved  with  a  Resolution.  Member 
Cohen  stated  there  was  a  good  discussion  at  the  February  Council  meeting  and  a  lot  of  points 
to  act  on  were  presented  at  the  meeting.  It  was  suggested  at  that  meeting  that  Member  Cohen 
take  the  lead  on  this  effort  so  that  this  idea  could  come  to  fruition. 

Member  Cohen  requested  that  prior  to  the  August  meeting  that  (1 )  Council  members  and  the 
organizations  they  are  involved  with  provide  nominations/suggestions  for  sites  and  in  doing  so, 
to  think  about  champion,  remnant,  and  heritage  trees;  (2)  Council  members  contact 
organizations/agencies  to  establish  a  connection/buy-in  of  people  interested  in  collaborating  on 
an  actual  project  and  to  provide  their  names  to  Member  Cohen;  and  (3)  each  Council  member 
think  about  what  as  an  individual  or  through  their  association  with  other  groups  could  bring  in 
terms  of  in-kind  services  to  the  project.  Member  Cohen  asked  that  Council  members  review 
the  timeline  (included  in  the  second  page  of  the  outline).  It  was  stated  that  there  shouldn't  be 
hard  costs  for  three  pilot  sites  because  they  are  low-impact  and  consist  of  removal  of 
hardscaping.  Member  Cohen  reported  and  showed  diagrams  of  studies  that  she  had 
completed  on  various  pilot  sites  where  a  garden  environment  could  be  set  up  on  a  whole  street 
and  on  understory  plantings  where  large  trees  could  take  the  center  of  the  ecology  (see 
explanatory  document  above). 

Member  Blair  suggested  the  chestnut  or  walnut  trees  on  23rd  Street  between  Folsom  and 
Shotwell  as  a  planting  location  as  the  sidewalk  basins  have  been  opened  up  considerably. 
Member  Cohen  suggested  that  the  pilot  site  examples  be  high  profile  as  they  are  examples 
and  would  like  to  make  sure  that  there  are  enough  people  going  by  in  some  capacity. 

Member  Short  recommended  looking  for  really  big  sidewalks  as  potential  sites  because  there 
is  a  requirement  for  DPW  to  keep  larger  areas  of  pedestrian  path  of  travel  than  initially 
expected.  It  was  stated  that  ADA  requirements  specify  a  minimum  of  48  inches,  but  that  there 
have  been  issues  with  people  trampling  plants  and  complaining  with  the  lack  of  space  with  the 
48-inch  requirement.  It  was  explained  that  DPW  is  moving  toward  recommending  a  five  or  six 
footpath  of  travel  depending  on  the  location.  Member  Short  recommended  keeping  this  in  mind 
when  identifying  locations  and  suggested  identifying  locations  where  the  sidewalk  is  wide 
enough  to  have  a  good  impact  with  the  permeable  portion  of  the  sidewalk  and  to  still  maintain 
sufficient  path  of  travel.  It  was  explained  that  with  existing  permits,  there  has  been  a 
maintenance  issue  where  there  is  not  a  single  plant  left  except  for  the  trees,  and  the  site  is  left 
with  cutouts  that  are  in  various  degrees  of  sunkeness  or  that  is  a  tripping  hazard  potential. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

June  24,  2008  Draft  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  8 


Member  Short  recommended  including  the  requirement  that  someone  be  made  available  to 
maintain  the  sites  and  that  there  be  long-term  maintenance. 

Member  Short  stated  she  could  provide  information  on  what  DPW  could  offer  to  support  the 
site  after  sites  have  been  identified  and  are  determined  to  be  in  DPW  jurisdiction.  Member 
Cohen  stated  that  she  has  a  clause  in  the  document  referencing  the  requirement  for  a 
responsible  party  to  provide  long-term  maintenance. 

Member  Cohen  asked  Council  members  to  review  the  last  paragraph  in  the  outline  that 
discusses  additional  thoughts  about  nurturing  and  supporting  old  trees  and  that  emphasizes 
that  larger  and  older  trees  are  the  center  of  this  project;  not  the  understory  planting. 

Mr.  Andres  Power  suggested  referencing  the  list  of  the  streets  that  DPW  is  doing  sidewalk 
replacement/street  repairs  on  and  recommending  that  sidewalk  pocket  parks  be  used  instead 
of  replacing  the  sidewalk  and  leaving  a  3x3  cutout.  It  was  stated  that  it  would  be  less 
expensive  than  repaving. 

6.   Resolution  to  Support  Development  of  an  appropriate  frame  for  the  Islais  Creek 
Watershed  to  enhance  the  urban  forest  canopy  in  conjunction  with  all  City  Agencies 
involved  with  transforming  streets,  streetscapes,  and  other  open  spaces  in  and  around 
the  Islais  Creek  Watershed.  (Explanatory  Document:  UFC  Draft  Resolution  and  Fact  Sheet) 
(Discussion  and  Action)  SPEAKER:  Member  Sherk 

Excerpt  from  Member  Sherk's  presentation  in  summary: 

Member  Sherk  presented  background  information  on  two  Living  Library  projects  that  she  is 
involved  with,  the  OMI/Excelsior  Living  Library  &Think  Park  and  the  South  Bernal  Heights  Living 
Library  &  Think  Park  where  the  landscape  is  being  transformed  and  both  of  the  sites  are  part  of 
the  Islais  Creek  watershed.  It  was  stated  that  each  branch  of  the  Living  Library  looks  at  the 
resources  in  the  community;  e.g.,  human,  ecological,  economic,  historic,  technological  and 
aesthetic  and  all  subjects  come  to  life  through  involvement,  hands  on  transformation  and 
learning  math,  science,  history,  language,  arts,  arts  and  technology.  It  was  explained  that  the 
goal  of  the  Living  Library  is  to  have  Branch  Living  Libraries  in  diverse  communities  that  will  be 
linked  through  green-powered  digital  gateways  and  other  community  programs. 

Member  Sherk  explained  that  the  OMI/Excelsior  Living  Library  &  Think  Park  is  in  southwestern 
San  Francisco  where  Balboa  High  School,  James  Denman  Middle  School,  and  San  Miguel 
Child  Development  Center  are  located.  Member  Sherk  described  the  history  of  the  place  that 
shows  that  the  Islais  Creek  and  vegetable  gardens  and  agriculture  existed  at  the  location  of  the 
schools  before  they  were  built.  Member  Sherk  explained  that  she  was  asked  by  the  James 
Denman  Middle  School  principal  to  work  with  the  school  and  the  community  to  work  to  develop 
the  Master  Plan  for  A  Living  Library,  which  is  an  interdisciplinary,  standards-based,  ecological 
learning  program  integrated  into  a  transformed  environment.  Existing  conditions  of  the  street 
where  there  were  little  or  no  trees  and  the  transformations  that  took  place  were  described  and 
shown  with  pictures.  The  first  iteration  of  the  Master  Plan  that  was  funded  by  the  Mayor's  Office 
of  Community  Development  was  shown  as  well  as  Design  Development  Plans  of  the  San 
Miguel  CDC,  funded  by  the  Ford  Foundation. 

Member  Sherk  showed  slides  of  the  San  Miguel  Child  Development  area  where  they  are 
building  out  a  lot  of  these  areas  now  with  different  learning  zones  including  the  Redwood 


Vs. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

June  24,  2008  Draft  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  9 


Reading  Circle  and  the  new  gardens.  Slides  were  shown  on  what  this  area  looked  like  formerly 
and  the  work  that  is  being  done  by  young  children,  youth,  and  adults  who  are  involved  in 
transforming  the  hardscape  into  gardens,  plantings,  etc.  It  was  explained  that  a  green  skills  job- 
training  program  targeting  low-income  immigrant  adults  was  offered.  Before  and  after  pictures 
were  shown  of  the  streetscape  transformation  after  California  native  tree  and  understory 
plantings  and  artworks  were  added.  Member  Sherk  discussed  the  attributes  of  planting  large 
California  native  trees  for  both  projects. 

Member  Sherk  described  the  South  Bernal  Heights  Living  Library  &  Think  Park  and  the  planning 
process,  which  also  engaged  the  children,  adults,  and  the  community.  It  was  explained  that  the 
approach  of  A  Living  Library  (A.L.L.),  is  to  look  at  the  local  assets  of  the  community:  human, 
ecological,  economic,  historic,  technological  and  aesthetic,  and  to  look  through  the  lens  of  time  - 
past,  present,  and  future.  As  part  of  the  program,  the  children  have  a  media  literacy  component 
so  that  they  can  document  all  processes  of  research,  planning,  design  and  implementation  use, 
maintenance,  management  and  communications  for  the  project.  The  Community  Masterplan 
from  2002,  was  to  create  a  Bernal  Heights  Living  Library  Nature  Walk. 

Member  Sherk  showed  a  slide  of  the  Islais  creek  system,  which  links  at  least  nine  communities 
in  San  Francisco.  It  was  explained  that  it  would  be  fantastic  to  call  attention  to  this  place 
through  trees  and  understory,  using  native  trees  whenever  possible.  Member  Sherk  explained 
that  the  more  that  the  project  creates  a  strong  visual  representation,  there  would  be  a  greater 
impact  -  conceptually,  visually,  and  functionally. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  she  is  not  against  non-native  trees,  but  in  this  situation,  the  effect  of 
using  native  trees  would  be  dramatic.  The  opportunity  is  to  have  trees,  native  trees  whenever 
possible,  under-story,  and  narrative  artworks  and  other  elements,  such  as  signage  and  narrative 
artworks,  to  tie  all  of  the  elements  together.  It  is  also  a  terrific  opportunity  for  all  of  the  different 
agencies  in  the  City  to  participate.  Member  Sherk  stated  that  she  believes  that  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  can  have  a  role  in  this  effort  that  could  be  beneficial  and  help  to  bring  together 
the  different  agencies,  and  more  promininence  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

Member  Sherk  recommended  amendments  to  the  Resolution:  (1)  Lines  8  and  9,  to  capitalize 
"w"  in  watershed  as  it  is  in  Line  21;  (2)  line  9:so  it  reads  "using  native  trees  and  understory 
whenever  possible,  and  suitable  non-native  trees";  (3)  line  12  so  that  it  reads,  "in  Southwestern 
and  Southeastern  San  Francisco";  (4)  line  16,  "planting  native  trees  and  understory  whenever 
possible,  and  suitable  non-native  trees,  signage...";  (5)  line  21,  change  to  "Whereas, 
Developing  the  Islais  Creek  Watershed  in  this  manner";  (6)  second  page,  line  3  change 
"supporting  a"  to  "supporting  the"  and  capitalize  "Bernal  Heights  Nature  Walk". 

Member  Boss  recommended  either  dropping  or  making  a  clarification  to  the  reference  of  using 
native  or  non-native  trees.  It  was  explained  that  typically,  for  most  people  when  the  term  native 
is  used,  it  would  mean  California  native,  and  California  is  a  political  boundary  with  no  ecological 
context,  and  what  you  are  talking  about  here  is  ecological  context.  Trees  from  other  California 
areas  are  not  relevant  to  this  place.  Member  Boss  recommended  changing  the  reference  to 
either  a  Bay  Area  or  a  regional  native,  ideally  native  to  Islais  Creek. 

Member  Cohen  suggested  making  sure  that  in  the  language  that  the  window  for  the  choice  of 
trees  is  not  closed  or  opened  so  much  because  a  lot  of  California  or  regional  natives  have 
nothing  to  do  with  a  watershed  or  are  not  appropriate  for  planting  in  a  watershed. 
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Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Council's  endorsement  would  be  an  overall  blanket  endorsement 
of  the  idea,  and  would  not  be  specific  to  any  of  the  projects. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  she  was  concerned  about  the  message  that  is  being  sent  to 
schoolchildren  when  something  native  is  being  promoted  and  may  offend  the  non-native 
children  in  school.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  likes  the  idea  of  a  watershed,  the  idea  of 
greening,  but  does  not  support  the  native  plant  movement. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  based  on  Members  Boss  and  Cohen's  comments  she  would  like  to 
change,  in  #8,  line  9,  to  read  "development  of  an  appropriate  frame  for  the  Islais  Creek 
watershed  using  regionally  appropriate  riparian  or  drought  tolerant  native  trees  and  understory 
whenever  possible,  and  suitable  non-native  tree  plantings,  ..."  Member  Boss  recommended  the 
line  to  read  "using  regional  native  and  site  appropriate  plants  and  suitable  non-native  tree 
plantings..."  Member  Cohen  recommended,  "using  suitable  trees  and  understory  ecology  that 
enhances  the  watershed  project,  themed  artworks".  Member  Sherk  stated  she  would  like  to 
retain  the  native  and  non-native  reference. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Wuerfel  suggested  (1)  not  planting  a  drought-tolerant  plant  next  to  a 
riparian  plant  and  (2)  asked  whether  the  fact  sheet  that  is  included  in  the  packet  would  be 
adopted  as  part  of  the  Resolution.   Member  Sherk  explained  that  the  fact  sheet  is  for 
informational  purposes  only. 

Chair  Milne  recommended  adopting  the  Resolution  as  written  without  amendments. 
Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  the  Resolution  was 
recommended  for  approval.  The  motion  did  not  pass  by  the  following  vote  (Ayes:  Chair 
Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Sherk  and  Short.  Noes: 
Member  Blair;  Absent:  Members  Habert,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers  and 
Sustarich.)  Member  Blair  stated  that  her  opposition  is  that  the  idea  should  be  to  promote 
the  watershed  with  trees  and  under-story  plantings  and  would  prefer  to  see  the  word 
native  removed  from  the  Resolution. 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  a  new  Resolution  would  have  to  be  prepared  at  the  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  meeting  and  then  brought  back  to  the  Council  for  a  vote. 

7.   Recommendation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  Budget. 

(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

Chair  Milne  asked  the  Council  to  recommend  that  the  Chair  write  a  letter  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  since  they  are  in  the  middle  of  their  budgetary  considerations  for  urban  forest 
budget  purposes.  The  letter  would  be  a  general  letter  recommending  that  they  maintain  the 
amount  of  money  in  the  budget  for  tree  planting,  tree  maintenance,  etc. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Short,  without  objection,  the 
Council  recommended  that  Chair  Milne  write  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Budget 
Committee  suggesting  that  they  maintain  the  City  budget  for  tree  planting  and 
maintenance  for  the  upcoming  year.  (Vote:  8-0;  7  Absent;  Ayes:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair 
Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Sherk  and  Short.  Absent:  Members 
Habert,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich.) 
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8.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 

Documents:  061008  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal,  Graphic  06  1  00  8  061008  Landmark  Tree 
Identification,  Proposed  Amended  Graphic,,  and  062408  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Recommendation) 

(Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
Continued  to  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting. 
Items  9  -  13  were  not  heard  due  to  a  loss  of  quorum. 

9.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 
relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities.  (Informational 
Report  and  Discussion) 

10.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 

Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  July  17,  2008  at  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  July  8,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 

11.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Information  and 
Discussion) 

12.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion) 

13.  Public  Comment:   Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

14.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  8:10  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1 
Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the 
links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed 
below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfqov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Approved: 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  REGULAR  MEETING 

APPROVED  MINUTES  DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

Tuesday,  June  24,  2008,  5:30  p.m.  3  q  2008 

City  Hall,  Room  416 

One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  SAN  FRANCISCO 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:40 
p.m.  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Nervo, 
Sherk  and  Short.  Absent:  Member  Habert.  Excused:  Members  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Rodgers 
and  Sustarich. 


2.   Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  May  23,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Nervo,  the 
May  23,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (Absent:  Members  Habert, 
Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes) 


3.   Update  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKER: 
Mr.  Andres  Power,  Project  Manager,  Planning  Department.  (Explanatory  Documents:: 
Presentation  and  Scope  of  Work  Tasks  Plan  and  Work  Assignments) 


Excerpt  from  Mr.  Power's  Presentation  in  summary: 


Mr.  Power  presented  a  map  showing  that  San  Francisco  has  a  few  large,  relatively  green 
parcels,  the  Presidio,  Golden  Gate  Park,  McLaren  Park  and  a  few  in  residential  neighborhoods; 
but  to  a  large  extent  there  are  huge  swaths  of  the  city  that  are  not  green;  e.g.,  the  Downtown, 
South  of  Market,  Outer  Richmond,  and  the  Sunset.  It  was  explained  that  the  objective  is  to 
make  a  difference  by  adding  more  green  space  to  the  city.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 
adopted  a  definition  for  the  urban  forest,  and  it  is  this  definition  that  the  Planning  Department  is 
using  to  move  forward  in  this  planning  process.  Namely,  the  urban  forest  is  composed  of  trees 
and  understory  plantings,  which  is  essentially  the  entire  green  structure  of  the  city's  landscape. 

Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  Environmental  Code  charges  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  with 
adopting  an  Urban  Forest  Plan,  with  keeping  it  updated  and  encompassing  as  possible,  and  to 
work  with  City  departments  on  getting  recommendations,  guidelines,  and  financial  mechanisms 
that  are  proposed  in  that  plan  encoded  into  City  policy  and  operating  procedures.  Mr.  Power 
explained  that  the  2006  Urban  Forest  Plan  produced  with  little  funding  is  a  good  start,  but  it  is 
an  understanding  by  this  body  and  of  the  City  as  a  whole  that  subsequent  work  would  need  to 
be  completed  in  order  to  get  that  plan  to  where  its  recommendations  can  be  adopted  into  City 
law.  A  Resolution  passed  by  this  body  in  2007  expressed  that  understanding. 

Mr.  Power  presented  an  update  on  the  Planning  Department's  contract  process,  overview  of 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  scope,  process  and  timeline.  It  was  stated  that  in  December 
2007,  the  Planning  Department  issued  a  Request  for  Proposal  (RFP)  in  the  amount  of 
$200,000  to  assist  this  City  and  the  Council  in  developing  the  desired  content.  A  team  headed 
by  EDAW  won  the  selection  and  as  of  yesterday,  the  contract  was  signed  and  work  can  move 
forward.  In  the  interim  Mr.  Power  has  been  working  with  different  City  agencies,  the  Mayor's 
Office  of  City  Greening,  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  Public  Utilities  Commission  to 
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bring  together  a  collaborative  working  group  so  that  as  this  plan  moves  forward,  the  content 
that  is  produced  is  a  quality  product.  It  was  explained  that  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  through  the  last  general  obligation  bond  (Proposition  A  in  February),  stipulates 
about  $5  million  dollars  for  urban  forest  related  issues  and  a  subset  of  that  money  is  for  a 
management  plan  on  how  to  expend  that  money.  The  jurisdiction  of  that  money  is  to  be  spent 
only  on  Recreation  and  Park  land,  so  Planning  will  be  working  collaboratively  with  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  as  the  two  processes  move  forward  to  make  sure  the  two 
plans  mesh  together. 

Mr.  Power  reported  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  sub-consultant  team  that  consists  of 
Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest;  Sherwood  Design  Engineers  (green  storm-water  engineers);  Mr. 
Josiah  Clark,  Habitat  Potential  (urban  ecology);  Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Tree  Management  Experts 
(arborist  perspectives);  and  Mr.  Joe  McBride,  UC  Berkeley  (tree  science  input  and  to  provide 
commentary).  A  chart  was  shown  of  the  consultant  team  and  organizational  structure  (see 
presentation  above). 

A  handout  was  distributed  on  the  "Scope  of  Work  Tasks  Plan  and  Work  Assignments"  It  was 
explained  that  a  memo  was  sent  to  EDAW  that  establishes  the  fact  that  this  is  a  fluid  process 
and  that  the  project  has  flexibility  for  change.  The  intent  of  the  Plan  is  to  update  and  expand 
on  the  2006  Plan  so  that  there  is  a  comprehensive  visionary  document  that  is  ready  to  be 
incorporated  both  into  the  General  Plan  and  in  all  of  the  other  City  codes  and  ordinances  that 
affect  trees  and  landscaping  in  the  City.  The  goal  is  to  provide  the  framework  and 
implementing  strategy  so  that  the  City  can  move  towards  streets  with  more  green  space. 

The  scope  of  this  Plan  will  cover  the  entire  right  of  way  from  property  line  to  property  line, 
pocket  plazas,  developed  public  parcels,  e.g.  schools,  and  private  property.  It  will  defer  to 
other  efforts  that  have  been  led  by  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA), 
Recreation  and  Park  Department,  the  Natural  Areas  Program,  the  Presidio  and  others,  and  will 
work  closely  with  them  to  make  sure  the  plans  that  are  being  developed  will  be  in  unison  with 
their  plans.  It  was  stated  that  the  scope  of  this  work  does  not  deal  with  Recreation  and  Park 
land,  but  an  effort  will  be  made  to  ensure  that  the  two  plans  work  together.  In  addition,  existing 
Codes,  the  2006  Plan,  and  different  efforts  moving  forward  by  different  agencies  and 
community  groups  will  be  reviewed.  The  plan  will  summarize  the  existing  conditions  both  in 
terms  of  what  is  on  the  ground  physically  and  characterize  the  existing  fragmented  structure 
currently  in  place  in  terms  of  jurisdictional  issues  and  maintenance  and  will  explore  best 
practices  from  other  cities.  Through  a  community  process  and  with  the  help  of  this  Council,  an 
open  vision  of  what  we  want  the  urban  forest  to  look  like  in  San  Francisco  will  be  defined  and 
impediments  will  be  identified.  A  very  detailed  and  actionable  implementation  strategy  with 
recommendations  for  funding  and  looking  at  jurisdictional  considerations  will  be  produced. 
After  the  implementation  strategy  is  developed,  the  next  stage  is  to  do  the  implementation,  go 
to  all  of  the  different  Boards  and  Commissions  that  have  jurisdiction  over  pieces  of  the  City's 
laws  and  propose  the  changes  that  should  be  made. 

The  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  will  tier  off  of  the  Better  Streets  Plan  (that  has  been  published 
and  is  available  for  comment)  and  provide  more  detail.  The  urban  forestry  section  of  the  Better 
Streets  Plan  is  sparse  as  it  deals  with  geometries,  conflicts  with  existing  utilities,  placement 
issues,  but  doesn't  get  into  managerial  issues  of  funding,  types  of  trees,  etc.  It  was  stated  that 
there  would  be  coordination  with  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  on 
their  Storm  water  Management  Program.  Mr.  Power  reported  that  the  SFPUC  will  dedicate 
10%  to  low  impact  design  so  there  will  be  ways  to  mitigate  storm  water  that  are  not  traditional 
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gray  infrastructure;  and  would  include  green  landscaping,  removal  of  concrete  and  adding 
trees,  etc. 

Mr.  Power  reported  on  the  schedule  of  the  planning  process  (expected  to  take  9-12  months)  for 
the  development  of  the  plan  and  public  outreach  plans  (see  explanatory  document).  It  was 
stated  that  it  is  hoped  that  a  draft  document  would  be  available  in  Spring  or  Summer  of  2009. 
Mr.  Power  stated  that  he  would  like  to  discuss  what  the  role  of  the  Council  is  in  relation  to  this 
Plan  and  requested  input  and  advice  from  Council  members. 

Member  Cohen  expressed  her  concern  with  the  form  of  planting  trees  in  little  cutout  squares, 
which  she  felt  is  a  paradigm  that  doesn't  work,  would  be  a  less  successful  mode  of  creating  an 
urban  forest  in  an  urban  center,  and  is  setting  up  the  mechanics  for  tree  failure  for  a  short-lived 
urban  forest.  It  was  explained  that  for  decades  it  has  been  seen  that  trees  fail  in  those 
conditions,  people  don't  take  care  of  them,  and  more  trees  in  more  cutouts  will  not  change  how 
people  feel  about  it.  Member  Cohen  recommended  looking  at  sidewalks  more  as  gardens  as 
opposed  to  little  cutouts  to  put  trees  in  and  asked  Mr.  Power  to  listen  to  the  agenda  item  to 
discuss  a  pilot  project  that  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  engaged  in  that  shows  different  ways 
of  planting  on  the  sidewalk.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  over  50%  of  San  Francisco  streets  and 
sidewalks  are  hardscape  and  at  some  point,  the  City  could  lose  that  space  to  something  else 
that  is  not  urban  canopy.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  the  Better  Streets  Program  does  not 
discuss  sidewalks  as  gardens  and  that  it  should  be  included  in  the  plan.  Mr.  Power  stated  that 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  will  be  looking  for  ways  to  deal  with  trees  and  understory 
plantings  in  a  more  holistic  way  and  not  just  the  repeating  pattern  of  vertical  street  trees,  but 
something  more  continuous  with  dimensions  that  would  vary  depending  on  the  layout  of  the 
street. 

Member  Short  inquired  when  the  Recreation  and  Park  process  is  going  to  begin  and  whether 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  would  deal  with  Recreation  and  Park  lands  or  would  be  just  an 
effort  to  coordinate  with  their  process.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  Plan  would  deal  with  the  rights 
of  way  that  abut  on  Recreation  and  Park  land,  e.g.,  Lincoln  Avenue  and  Fulton,  but  would  not 
deal  with  actual  Recreation  and  Park  land.  The  General  Obligation  Bond  passed  in  February 
provides  $5  million  dollars,  a  subset  yet  to  be  determined  is  for  a  management  plan.  Mr. 
Power  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  is  considering  cutting  the  entire  Recreation  and 
Park  Planning  Division,  which  would  be  undertaking  this  effort.  They  have  a  staff  of  four  and 
the  proposal  is  to  cut  three  positions.  The  Planning  Department  is  writing  a  letter  in  opposition 
to  the  proposal. 

Member  Blair  submitted  her  comments  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  and  asked  if  the  Plan 
has  control  of  the  100,000  trees  in  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  property.  Mr.  Power 
stated  that  the  scope  of  this  plan  is  not  to  look  at  Recreation  and  Park  Department  land.  It  was 
explained  that  given  the  $200,000  that  is  allocated  to  work  on  the  Master  Plan,  it  would  be 
insufficient  to  do  that.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan's  focus  should  be 
on  the  urban  forest  of  trees  and  not  plants,  as  there  is  already  a  Natural  Areas  Program  Plan 
and  the  Better  Streets  Plan.  Member  Blair  stated  that  even  with  the  1996  Sustainability  Plan 
for  San  Francisco,  we  still  end  up  with  one  of  the  lowest  canopies  of  major  cities  in  the  United 
States  and  only  1  %  of  our  trees  have  a  trunk  diameter  of  22  inches.  Member  Blair 
recommended  that  San  Francisco  for  the  first  time  focus  on  the  preservation  and  protection  of 
the  last  few  large,  tall,  mature  trees  and  also  plan  to  increase  the  number  of  potentially  large 
trees,  species  that  might  be  around  long  enough  to  reach  landmark  quality  for  this  generation 
and  the  next  to  enjoy.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  existing  scope  of  work  mentions  updating 
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the  tree  list  and  that  she  is  impressed  by  seeing  larger  size  trees  going  on  in  the  new  plantings, 
but  has  not  seen  where  this  City  is  going  to  put  in  large  mature  trees  that  will  live  anywhere 
from  90  -  200  to  maybe  1000  years. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  one  of  her  major  concerns  is  that  San  Francisco  does  not  have  a  tree 
canopy  similar  to  Berkeley  that  has  redwood  trees  in  sidewalk  basins  and  rich  canopies  of  elms 
and  sycamores  that  have  been  in  existence  for  90  years.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  hopes 
that  this  Master  Plan  will  focus  on  trees,  their  preservation  and  promoting  larger  mature  trees, 
because  this  is  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  trees,  not  a  plant  council.  Member  Blair  stated 
that  she  hopes  to  see  a  canopy  that  compares  with  other  cities  that  have  a  tremendous  forest 
and  that  the  Plan  urges  other  city  departments  to  support  the  Council's  policies  and 
resolutions.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  effort  of  this  plan  is  to  re-conceive  and  move  in  the  right 
direction. 

Public  Comment 

Ms.  Nancy  Wuerfel  reported  that  she  was  part  of  the  planning  process  for  the  general 
obligation  bond,  and  explained  that  the  urban  forestry  portion  is  $4  million  not  $5.  It  was  stated 
that  the  intent  was  not  to  have  a  plan  for  the  entire  urban  forest  and  Recreation  and  Park 
Department,  but  simply  to  have  a  plan  that  could  be  implemented  within  the  five  years  the  bond 
was  expected  to  be  in  effect  and  within  the  $4  million  dollar  limit.  The  intent  is  to  get  a  little  bit 
done  in  a  little  area  and  then  move  onto  the  next  bond  and  do  something  else.  Ms.  Wuerfel 
stated  that  she  is  in  support  of  Member  Blair's  statements  to  better  integrate  Recreation  and 
Park  Department's  tree  activities.  It  was  explained  that  the  Natural  Areas  Program  has  control 
of  approximately  360  acres  of  urban  forest  trees  and  have  relegated  these  trees  to 
Management  Area  3,  which  has  little  regard  for  the  trees,  as  they  are  not  surveyed  or  looked 
after.  Ms.  Wuerfel  expressed  her  concern  that  if  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  does  not 
include  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  activities,  that  it  could  be  dooming  100,000 
trees  to  a  very  poor  fate.  It  was  explained  that  the  bond  is  not  going  to  bail  them  out  and 
neither  is  natural  areas. 

Ms.  Wuerfel  also  explained  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  is  only  considering  cutting  3  of  the 
7.5  FTE's  in  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  that  have  not  yet  been  hired.  Ms.  Wuerfel 
also  expressed  her  concern  that  Mr.  Josiah  Clark  who  would  be  a  sub-consultant  to  the  Plan 
has  no  credentials  and  is  not  a  biologist  or  botanist.  It  was  suggested  that  somebody  with 
scientific  degrees  be  hired  to  recommend  ecological  activities  for  the  entire  city.  Ms.  Wuerfel 
expressed  her  strong  support  of  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan,  stated  that  she  loves  trees,  is 
grateful  that  this  tree  plan  is  in  the  General  Plan,  and  offered  her  support  in  helping  make  that 
happen. 

Mr.  Alan  Grossman  asked  if  the  Plan  would  deal  with  (1)  a  restructure  of  the  City  units  involved 
in  street  tree  management;  and  execution;  (2)  proposed  changes  to  the  Urban  Forest 
Ordinance  and  other  laws  that  govern  street  trees;  (3)  setting  goals  for  the  restoration  of  the 
urban  forest  and  the  expansion  to  some  ultimate  number;  (4)  providing  some  calculations  of 
the  cost  to  reach  those  restoration  and  expansion  goals;  and  (5)  propose  funding  sources  to 
defray  those  costs.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  all  of  Mr.  Grossman's  recommendations  are  scoped 
for  inclusion  in  the  Plan. 

Ordinance  Amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  Amending  Section  1202 
to  Reconstitute  the  Membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  Five  Members. 
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(Explanatory  Documents:  May  23,  2008  Memo,  Proposed  Ordinance,  and  UFC  Resolution 
004-08-UFC)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  current  Ordinance  proposes  five  voting  Council  members;  five 
voting  alternates  who  would  be  secondary  to  the  five  (substitute  at  meetings  that  the  first  five 
are  not  able  to  attend),  and  five  department  representatives.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  a 
Resolution  was  sent  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  after  the  first  amendment  proposal  and  after 
the  Rules  Committee  hearing  and  meetings  with  Supervisor  McGoldrick,  the  second 
amendment  proposal  was  received.  It  was  reported  that  a  hearing  would  be  held  on  the 
proposal  at  the  Rules  Committee  meeting  on  July  17th. 

Member  Short  asked  if  alternates  are  expected  to  attend  every  meeting  or  would  only  attend  if 
the  other  member  were  not  available.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  his  impression  is  that  the  second 
member  would  be  called  on  to  attend  if  the  other  were  not  available.  Member  Short  stated  that  if 
this  were  the  case,  she  did  not  feel  that  alternates  would  be  prepared  and  informed  enough  to 
vote  on  issues  before  the  Council.  If  alternates  were  expected  to  attend  and  not  have  a  lot  of 
interaction  if  the  other  member  were  there,  then  there  would  not  be  a  lot  of  attendance. 
Member  Short  recommended  researching  other  Councils  that  have  a  similar  structure  to  see 
how  their  attendance  works.  Member  Short  expressed  her  concern  that  only  three  people  could 
set  forth  a  resolution  that  could  impact  the  urban  forest. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  having  department  representatives  that  are  not  voting  members  and  who 
would  not  be  required  to  attend  meetings  would  not  be  helpful  to  the  Council's  goals.  It  was 
explained  that  the  original  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Resolution  covers  the  basic  issues  and  that 
the  current  proposal's  membership  requirements  cuts  out  a  lot  of  public  participation  that  is 
important  to  the  Council.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  changing  the  membership  numbers  would  not 
ensure  that  there  would  be  a  quorum  and  would  present  Committee  structure  problems. 

Member  Cohen  stated  that  the  proposed  legislation  undermines  almost  a  decade  of  work  of 
putting  this  Council  in  place  and  that  at  the  tree  summit,  it  was  stated  that  city  agencies  had  to 
be  involved  on  a  very  integrated  level  or  decisions  and  activities  would  not  be  effectively 
produced.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  has  a  calendar  of  how  she  schedules  her  work  and 
could  not  effectively  participate  as  a  drop-in  member. 

Member  Boss  stated  that  the  Supervisor's  memo  states  that  it  is  hoped  that  the  Council 
appreciates  the  content  of  the  legislation  and  all  of  the  good  that  it  can  achieve,  but  that  there  is 
no  explanation  as  to  what  that  good  can  be.  Member  Boss  stated  his  opposition  to  the  proposal 
as  he  felt  that  there  would  be  fewer  people  doing  more  work,  that  there  would  be  fewer 
perspectives  put  forth,  and  does  not  understand  what  good  can  be  achieved  through  this 
change. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  the  memo  also  states  that  it  is  believed  that  this  change  would  help 
the  Council  operate  more  efficiently  and  meet  their  goal  of  coordinating  the  City's  urban  forest 
effort  and  that  it  is  a  good  government  policy.  Member  Sherk  proposed  asking  Supervisor 
McGoldrick  to  explain  in  detail  how  it  would  be  more  efficient,  how  it  would  be  better 
government,  and  how  it  would  help  the  Council  coordinate  the  City's  urban  forest  efforts  better. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  he  is  eager  but  reluctant  to  discuss  strategy  at  this  forum  other 
than  to  suggest  that  there  is  Council  consensus  opposing  this  proposal.  Vice-Chair  Quirke 
proposed  that  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  at  their  next  meeting  capture  the  Council's 
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opposing  comments  and  write  an  addendum  to  the  original  Council  Resolution  to  present  at  the 
July  17  Rules  Committee  meeting.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated  that  he  felt  that  if  the  Council  were 
opposed  to  the  legislation,  that  it  may  not  pass.  Chair  Short  explained  that  the  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  meeting  is  also  on  July  17,  the  same  day  as  the  Rules  Committee  meeting. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Rules  Committee  meeting  starts  earlier  in  the  day  than  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee,  which  meets  at  4:15  p.m.  Ms.  Fish  stated  that  the  Planning 
and  Funding  Committee  could  schedule  a  special  meeting  before  July  17  if  necessary. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  the  Supervisor's  office  indicated  that  other  Councils,  Commissions, 
etc.  that  are  smaller  than  the  Council  have  worked  many  more  hours  and  have  accomplished 
many  things.  Member  Blair  felt  that  was  because  those  Councils  and  Commissions  may  have 
more  staff  assigned  to  them.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  is  in  opposition  to  the  proposal  and 
recommended  that  the  Council  become  a  Commission  in  order  to  create  laws  and  legislation. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  creating  a  draft  letter  of  key  points  that  were  brought  up  at  the 
meeting  and  make  phone  calls  to  other  City  agencies  and  organizations,  e.g.,  SPUR,  Sierra 
Club,  SF  Beautiful,  and  Parks  Trust  and  let  them  know  that  a  letter  will  be  sent  to  them  asking 
for  their  support  in  sending  letters  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  questioned  the 
capacity  of  the  Council  to  take  on  this  effort.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  timeline  allows  for  a  few 
weeks  and  suggested  that  an  individual  Council  member  contact  three  or  four  oganizations  to 
request  their  support. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  David  Pilpel  spoke  in  support  of  the  idea  of  requesting  that  the  Chair  send 
a  motion  explaining  the  Council's  reasons  for  opposition  and  suggested  including  the  reasons 
presented  at  the  meeting.  It  was  stated  that  if  a  Supervisor  sees  a  problem,  it  should  be 
explained  prior  to  such  a  change  in  composition  of  the  body.  Mr.  Pilpel  discussed  whether  three 
members  could  effectively  make  decisions  about  the  urban  forest  and  whether  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  Urban  Forestry  Division  has  appropriate  staffing  to  carry  out  the  complexities  of 
the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  considering  its  other  workload. 

Mr.  Pilpel  explained  that  the  Rent  Board  has  alternate  members  who  generally  attend  all  of  the 
meetings.  In  the  event  a  voting  member  steps  out,  they  vote,  but  it's  not  common  in  the  City  to 
have  alternate  members  to  vote  when  called  upon.  To  the  extent  that  you  want  to  develop 
people  with  a  body  of  knowledge,  you  have  to  maintain  continuity.  Mr.  Pilpel  recommended 
encapsulating  all  of  the  Council's  comments  into  the  Chair's  letter.  It  was  reported  that  the 
Rules  Committee  meeting  starts  at  10  a.m.  so  the  letter  should  be  prepared  in  advance  of  the 
Planning  and  Funding  meeting  later  in  the  day.  Mr.  Pilpel  also  recommended  communicating 
with  outside  groups  who  have  input  into  the  Supervisors  and  to  include  the  media  in  what  might 
be  an  interesting  story  about  the  proposed  legislation. 

Ms.  Wuerfel  stated  that  the  only  way  that  there  can  be  communication  with  the  Recreation  and 
Park  Department  about  preservation  of  trees  is  through  the  Council.  Ms.  Wuerfel  stated  that  if 
the  Council  does  not  have  representation  from  City  departments,  efforts  could  not  be  brought 
together.  It  was  suggested  including  in  the  letter  that  it  is  the  uniqueness  of  the  charge  of  this 
Council  that  mandates  the  uniqueness  of  the  composition.  It  is  important  to  say  that  the  Council 
has  to  have  voting  members  from  City  departments  in  order  to  provide  input  into  activities  that 
would  affect  their  department.  Ms.  Wuerfel  reported  that  she  has  seen  the  budget  and  that 
Supervisor  McGoldrick  does  not  have  an  issue  with  money,  the  money  is  in  the  budget  and  the 
arguments  have  been  dealt  with,  so  another  reason  has  to  presented  as  to  why  the  Council 
should  have  fewer  members. 
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Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Cohen  without  objection,  the 
Council  requested  that  the  Chair  prepare  a  letter  in  consultation  with  the  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  to  be  added  as  an  addendum  to  the  previous  March  resolution  to 
express  opposition  to  the  proposed  legislation  (Absent:  Members  Habert,  Hillan,  Marks, 
Miller,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich). 

Update  on  the  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  {SPPG)  Pilot  Site  and  Presentation  of 
Outline.  (Explanatory  Document:  Outline  and  Studies)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 
SPEAKER:  Member  Cohen 

Member  Cohen  emphasized  that  sidewalk  pocket  park  gardens  puts  trees  at  the  center  of  the 
ecology.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  she  originally  brought  the  idea  of  pilot  sites  to  the 
Planning  and  Funding  Committee  who  had  unanimously  approved  the  idea,  and  then  to  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  where  it  was  also  unanimously  approved  with  a  Resolution.  Member 
Cohen  stated  there  was  a  good  discussion  at  the  February  Council  meeting  and  a  lot  of  points 
to  act  on  were  presented  at  the  meeting.  It  was  suggested  at  that  meeting  that  Member  Cohen 
take  the  lead  on  this  effort  so  that  this  idea  could  come  to  fruition. 

Member  Cohen  requested  that  prior  to  the  August  meeting  that  (1 )  Council  members  and  the 
organizations  they  are  involved  with  provide  nominations/suggestions  for  sites  and  in  doing  so, 
to  think  about  champion,  remnant,  and  heritage  trees;  (2)  Council  members  contact 
organizations/agencies  to  establish  a  connection/buy-in  of  people  interested  in  collaborating  on 
an  actual  project  and  to  provide  their  names  to  Member  Cohen;  and  (3)  each  Council  member 
think  about  what  as  an  individual  or  through  their  association  with  other  groups  could  bring  in 
terms  of  in-kind  services  to  the  project.  Member  Cohen  asked  that  Council  members  review 
the  timeline  (included  in  the  second  page  of  the  outline).  It  was  stated  that  there  shouldn't  be 
hard  costs  for  three  pilot  sites  because  they  are  low-impact  and  consist  of  removal  of 
hardscaping.  Member  Cohen  reported  and  showed  diagrams  of  studies  that  she  had 
completed  on  various  pilot  sites  where  a  garden  environment  could  be  set  up  on  a  whole  street 
and  on  understory  plantings  where  large  trees  could  take  the  center  of  the  ecology  (see 
explanatory  document  above). 

Member  Blair  suggested  the  chestnut  or  walnut  trees  on  23rd  Street  between  Folsom  and 
Shotwell  as  a  planting  location  as  the  sidewalk  basins  have  been  opened  up  considerably. 
Member  Cohen  suggested  that  the  pilot  site  examples  be  high  profile  as  they  are  examples 
and  would  like  to  make  sure  that  there  are  enough  people  going  by  in  some  capacity. 

Member  Short  recommended  looking  for  really  big  sidewalks  as  potential  sites  because  there 
is  a  requirement  for  DPW  to  keep  larger  areas  of  pedestrian  path  of  travel  than  initially 
expected.  It  was  stated  that  ADA  requirements  specify  a  minimum  of  48  inches,  but  that  there 
have  been  issues  with  people  trampling  plants  and  complaining  with  the  lack  of  space  with  the 
48-inch  requirement.  It  was  explained  that  DPW  is  moving  toward  recommending  a  five  or  six 
footpath  of  travel  depending  on  the  location.  Member  Short  recommended  keeping  this  in  mind 
when  identifying  locations  and  suggested  identifying  locations  where  the  sidewalk  is  wide 
enough  to  have  a  good  impact  with  the  permeable  portion  of  the  sidewalk  and  to  still  maintain 
sufficient  path  of  travel.  It  was  explained  that  with  existing  permits,  there  has  been  a 
maintenance  issue  where  there  is  not  a  single  plant  left  except  for  the  trees,  and  the  site  is  left 
with  cutouts  that  are  in  various  degrees  of  sunkeness  or  that  is  a  tripping  hazard  potential. 
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Member  Short  recommended  including  the  requirement  that  someone  be  made  available  to 
maintain  the  sites  and  that  there  be  long-term  maintenance. 

Member  Short  stated  she  could  provide  information  on  what  DPW  could  offer  to  support  the 
site  after  sites  have  been  identified  and  are  determined  to  be  in  DPW  jurisdiction.  Member 
Cohen  stated  that  she  has  a  clause  in  the  document  referencing  the  requirement  for  a 
responsible  party  to  provide  long-term  maintenance. 

Member  Cohen  asked  Council  members  to  review  the  last  paragraph  in  the  outline  that 
discusses  additional  thoughts  about  nurturing  and  supporting  old  trees  and  that  emphasizes 
that  larger  and  older  trees  are  the  center  of  this  project;  not  the  understory  planting. 

Mr.  Andres  Power  suggested  referencing  the  list  of  the  streets  that  DPW  is  doing  sidewalk 
replacement/street  repairs  on  and  recommending  that  sidewalk  pocket  parks  be  used  instead 
of  replacing  the  sidewalk  and  leaving  a  3x3  cutout.  It  was  stated  that  it  would  be  less 
expensive  than  repaving. 

6.   Resolution  to  Support  Development  of  an  appropriate  frame  for  the  Islais  Creek 
Watershed  to  enhance  the  urban  forest  canopy  in  conjunction  with  all  City  Agencies 
involved  with  transforming  streets,  streetscapes,  and  other  open  spaces  in  and  around 
the  Islais  Creek  Watershed.  (Explanatory  Document:  UFC  Draft  Resolution  and  Fact  Sheet) 
(Discussion  and  Action)  SPEAKER:  Member  Sherk 

Excerpt  from  Member  Sherk's  presentation  in  summary: 

Member  Sherk  presented  background  information  on  two  Living  Library  projects  that  she  is 
involved  with,  the  OMI/Excelsior  Living  Library  &Think  Park  and  the  South  Bernal  Heights  Living 
Library  &  Think  Park  where  the  landscape  is  being  transformed  and  both  of  the  sites  are  part  of 
the  Islais  Creek  watershed.  It  was  stated  that  each  branch  of  the  Living  Library  looks  at  the 
resources  in  the  community;  e.g.,  human,  ecological,  economic,  historic,  technological  and 
aesthetic  and  all  subjects  come  to  life  through  involvement,  hands  on  transformation  and 
learning  math,  science,  history,  language,  arts,  arts  and  technology.  It  was  explained  that  the 
goal  of  the  Living  Library  is  to  have  Branch  Living  Libraries  in  diverse  communities  that  will  be 
linked  through  green-powered  digital  gateways  and  other  community  programs. 

Member  Sherk  explained  that  the  OMI/Excelsior  Living  Library  &  Think  Park  is  in  southwestern 
San  Francisco  where  Balboa  High  School,  James  Denman  Middle  School,  and  San  Miguel 
Child  Development  Center  are  located.  Member  Sherk  described  the  history  of  the  place  that 
shows  that  the  Islais  Creek  and  vegetable  gardens  and  agriculture  existed  at  the  location  of  the 
schools  before  they  were  built.  Member  Sherk  explained  that  she  was  asked  by  the  James 
Denman  Middle  School  principal  to  work  with  the  school  and  the  community  to  work  to  develop 
the  Master  Plan  for  A  Living  Library,  which  is  an  interdisciplinary,  standards-based,  ecological 
learning  program  integrated  into  a  transformed  environment.  Existing  conditions  of  the  street 
where  there  were  little  or  no  trees  and  the  transformations  that  took  place  were  described  and 
shown  with  pictures.  The  first  iteration  of  the  Master  Plan  that  was  funded  by  the  Mayor's  Office 
of  Community  Development  was  shown  as  well  as  Design  Development  Plans  of  the  San 
Miguel  CDC,  funded  by  the  Ford  Foundation. 

Member  Sherk  showed  slides  of  the  San  Miguel  Child  Development  area  where  they  are 
building  out  a  lot  of  these  areas  now  with  different  learning  zones  including  the  Redwood 
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Reading  Circle  and  the  new  gardens.  Slides  were  shown  on  what  this  area  looked  like  formerly 
and  the  work  that  is  being  done  by  young  children,  youth,  and  adults  who  are  involved  in 
transforming  the  hardscape  into  gardens,  plantings,  etc.  It  was  explained  that  a  green  skills  job- 
training  program  targeting  low-income  immigrant  adults  was  offered.  Before  and  after  pictures 
were  shown  of  the  streetscape  transformation  after  California  native  tree  and  understory 
plantings  and  artworks  were  added.  Member  Sherk  discussed  the  attributes  of  planting  large 
California  native  trees  for  both  projects. 

Member  Sherk  described  the  South  Bernal  Heights  Living  Library  &  Think  Park  and  the  planning 
process,  which  also  engaged  the  children,  adults,  and  the  community.  It  was  explained  that  the 
approach  of  A  Living  Library  (A.L.L.),  is  to  look  at  the  local  assets  of  the  community:  human, 
ecological,  economic,  historic,  technological  and  aesthetic,  and  to  look  through  the  lens  of  time  - 
past,  present,  and  future.  As  part  of  the  program,  the  children  have  a  media  literacy  component 
so  that  they  can  document  all  processes  of  research,  planning,  design  and  implementation  use, 
maintenance,  management  and  communications  for  the  project.  The  Community  Masterplan 
from  2002,  was  to  create  a  Bernal  Heights  Living  Library  Nature  Walk. 

Member  Sherk  showed  a  slide  of  the  Islais  creek  system,  which  links  at  least  nine  communities 
in  San  Francisco.  It  was  explained  that  it  would  be  fantastic  to  call  attention  to  this  place 
through  trees  and  understory,  using  native  trees  whenever  possible.  Member  Sherk  explained 
that  the  more  that  the  project  creates  a  strong  visual  representation,  there  would  be  a  greater 
impact  -  conceptually,  visually,  and  functionally. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  she  is  not  against  non-native  trees,  but  in  this  situation,  the  effect  of 
using  native  trees  would  be  dramatic.  The  opportunity  is  to  have  trees,  native  trees  whenever 
possible,  under-story,  and  narrative  artworks  and  other  elements,  such  as  signage  and  narrative 
artworks,  to  tie  all  of  the  elements  together.  It  is  also  a  terrific  opportunity  for  all  of  the  different 
agencies  in  the  City  to  participate.  Member  Sherk  stated  that  she  believes  that  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  can  have  a  role  in  this  effort  that  could  be  beneficial  and  help  to  bring  together 
the  different  agencies,  and  more  promininence  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 

Member  Sherk  recommended  amendments  to  the  Resolution:  (1)  Lines  8  and  9,  to  capitalize 
"w"  in  watershed  as  it  is  in  Line  21;  (2)  line  9:so  it  reads  "using  native  trees  and  understory 
whenever  possible,  and  suitable  non-native  trees";  (3)  line  12  so  that  it  reads,  "in  Southwestern 
and  Southeastern  San  Francisco";  (4)  line  16,  "planting  native  trees  and  understory  whenever 
possible,  and  suitable  non-native  trees,  signage...";  (5)  line  21,  change  to  "Whereas, 
Developing  the  Islais  Creek  Watershed  in  this  manner";  (6)  second  page,  line  3  change 
"supporting  a"  to  "supporting  the"  and  capitalize  "Bernal  Heights  Nature  Walk". 

Member  Boss  recommended  either  dropping  or  making  a  clarification  to  the  reference  of  using 
native  or  non-native  trees.  It  was  explained  that  typically,  for  most  people  when  the  term  native 
is  used,  it  would  mean  California  native,  and  California  is  a  political  boundary  with  no  ecological 
context,  and  what  you  are  talking  about  here  is  ecological  context.  Trees  from  other  California 
areas  are  not  relevant  to  this  place.  Member  Boss  recommended  changing  the  reference  to 
either  a  Bay  Area  or  a  regional  native,  ideally  native  to  Islais  Creek. 

Member  Cohen  suggested  making  sure  that  in  the  language  that  the  window  for  the  choice  of 
trees  is  not  closed  or  opened  so  much  because  a  lot  of  California  or  regional  natives  have 
nothing  to  do  with  a  watershed  or  are  not  appropriate  for  planting  in  a  watershed. 
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Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Council's  endorsement  would  be  an  overall  blanket  endorsement 
of  the  idea,  and  would  not  be  specific  to  any  of  the  projects. 

Member  Blair  stated  that  she  was  concerned  about  the  message  that  is  being  sent  to 
schoolchildren  when  something  native  is  being  promoted  and  may  offend  the  non-native 
children  in  school.  Member  Blair  reported  that  at  the  Natural  Areas  Program  Citizen  Advisory 
Committee  (NAPCAC)  scientific  members  Dr.  Roughgarden  and  Professor  Connors  agreed  that 
the  sustainability  of  native  plants  is  questionable.  Member  Blair  stated  that  she  likes  the  idea  of 
a  watershed,  the  idea  of  greening,  but  does  not  support  the  native  plant  movement. 

Member  Sherk  stated  that  based  on  Members  Boss  and  Cohen's  comments  she  would  like  to 
change,  in  #8,  line  9,  to  read  "development  of  an  appropriate  frame  for  the  Islais  Creek 
watershed  using  regionally  appropriate  riparian  or  drought  tolerant  native  trees  and  understory 
whenever  possible,  and  suitable  non-native  tree  plantings,  ..."  Member  Boss  recommended  the 
line  to  read  "using  regional  native  and  site  appropriate  plants  and  suitable  non-native  tree 
plantings..."  Member  Cohen  recommended,  "using  suitable  trees  and  understory  ecology  that 
enhances  the  watershed  project,  themed  artworks".  Member  Sherk  stated  she  would  like  to 
retain  the  native  and  non-native  reference. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Wuerfel  suggested  (1 )  not  planting  a  drought-tolerant  plant  next  to  a 
riparian  plant  and  (2)  asked  whether  the  fact  sheet  that  is  included  in  the  packet  would  be 
adopted  as  part  of  the  Resolution.   Member  Sherk  explained  that  the  fact  sheet  is  for 
informational  purposes  only. 

Chair  Milne  recommended  adopting  the  Resolution  as  written  without  amendments. 
Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  the  Resolution  was 
recommended  for  approval.  The  motion  did  not  pass  by  the  following  vote  (Ayes:  Chair 
Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Sherk  and  Short.  Noes: 
Member  Blair;  Absent:  Members  Habert,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers  and 
Sustarich.)  Member  Blair  stated  that  her  opposition  is  that  the  idea  should  be  to  promote 
the  watershed  with  trees  and  under-story  plantings  and  would  prefer  to  see  the  word 
native  removed  from  the  Resolution. 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  a  new  Resolution  would  have  to  be  prepared  at  the  Planning  and 
Funding  Committee  meeting  and  then  brought  back  to  the  Council  for  a  vote. 

7.    Recommendation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  Budget. 

(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

Chair  Milne  asked  the  Council  to  recommend  that  the  Chair  write  a  letter  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  since  they  are  in  the  middle  of  their  budgetary  considerations  for  urban  forest 
budget  purposes.  The  letter  would  be  a  general  letter  recommending  that  they  maintain  the 
amount  of  money  in  the  budget  for  tree  planting,  tree  maintenance,  etc. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Short,  without  objection,  the 
Council  recommended  that  Chair  Milne  write  a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Budget 
Committee  suggesting  that  they  maintain  the  City  budget  for  tree  planting  and 
maintenance  for  the  upcoming  year.  (Vote:  8-0;  7  Absent;  Ayes:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair 
Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Sherk  and  Short.  Absent:  Members 
Habert,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  Rodgers  and  Sustarich.) 
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8.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 

Documents:  061008  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal.  Graphic  06  1  00  8  061008  Landmark  Tree 
Identification,  Proposed  Amended  Graphic,  and  062408  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Recommendation) 

(Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
Continued  to  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting. 
Items  9-13  were  not  heard  due  to  a  loss  of  quorum. 

9.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic  operations 
relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities.  (Informational 
Report  and  Discussion) 

10.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 

Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  July  17,  2008  at  4: 15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 
Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  July  8,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 . 

11.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Information  and 
Discussion) 

12.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion) 

13.  Public  Comment:   Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

14.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  8:10  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1 
Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the 
links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed 
below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfqov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Approved:  July  25,  2008 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 


1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  June  24,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Explanatory  Document:  June  24,  2008  Draft)  (Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Chair's  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  proposed  legislation  to  change  the 
membership  composition  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Discussion  and  Possible 
Action) 

4.  Chair's  Recommendation  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  Urban  Forestry 
Funding.  (Discussion)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

5.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 
Documents:  061008  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal,  Graphic  061008 
061008  Landmark  Tree  Identification,  Proposed  Amended  Graphic,  and  062408  Visible 
Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Recommendation)  (Continued  from  the  June  24,  2008 
Meeting)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

6.  Funding  for  Long-Range  Urban  Forestry  Maintenance.  (Discussion) 

7.  Recommendations  for  Council  Task  Assignments  for  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden 
{SPPG)  Pilot  Sites.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  072508  UFC 
Tasks  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Pilot  Sites)  SPEAKER:  Member  Cohen 

8.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  UFC  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 
(Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

9.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  August  21,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  August  12,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

10.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion) 

11.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion). 

12.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 


13.  Adjournment. 


The  next  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  August  26,  2008  at  5:30 
D.m.  in  Room  416,  City  Hall. 


Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction 
jbf  the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of 
'the  public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated 
/that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the 
ijneeting. 

jjThe  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda. 
ijThis  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the 
Council  is  limited  to: 

?!l .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 
12.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

IB.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

jfhe  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center 
Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and 
#71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic 

Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent 
to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue 

adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the 
jse  of  a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please 
contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if 
possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
;hemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or 

jrelated  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional 
nformation. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
Dther  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 

ponducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights 
jnder  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank 
Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102- 
4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf(a>sfqov.orq.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can 

he  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
/vww.sfqov.orq. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

ndividuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
5an  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report 


lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at 
www.sfqov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or 
use  of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  upon 
request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  above  address,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.Fish(5)Sfqov.orq,  or  at  the  Council's  meeting  agenda  and  minutes  link  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting.  If  any 
materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been  distributed  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  after  distribution  of  the  agenda 
packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102  during  normal  office  hours  or  will  be  made  available  at  the  meeting  website  link  as  links  to  the  agenda  or 
meeting  minutes  (by  item). 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree- 
free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Council  and  the  public. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  July  21,  2008 


Landmark  Tree  Committee  Meeting 
June  10,2008 

Visible  MmtsMcztiQu.  of  Laiidiaark  Trees  after  Designation 


I.  Response  from  Council  members  on  topic  of  information  to  include  on 
markers 

II.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  (four  components) 

I)  A  basic  permanent  Marker  indicating  Landmark  Tree  status,  and  a 

number  for  further  identification/bfoimation,  provided  by  the 
City/Council. 

2}  An  options!  Interpretive  Sign  giving  basic  information  about  the 

tree.  Information  would  include  the  common  and  botanical  names  of 
the  tree,  its  origin  in  that  location,  its  significance  as  a  landmark, 
and  a  link  for  further  mformation.  Provided  by  owners,  community 
groups,  individuals,  professional  organizations  etc. 

3)  An  online  register  of  Current  Landmark  Trees,  with  the  following 
information:  date  of  landmarking;  landmark  tree  number;  common 
name(s);  botanical  name:  plant  family  name;  location  of  the  tree 
(address  or  position  relative  to  intersection/landmark);  a  narrative 
documenting  the  origins  of  the  tree,  its  history  in  that  location,  and 
its  significance  as  a  landmark;  links  to  documentation.  Established 
and  maintained  by????? 

4)  An  online  register  of  Historic  Landmark  Trees,  with  the  above 
information;  date  of  "de-commissioning"  and  reason  for 
death/decline/removal.  (Provision  could  be  made  for  removal  and 
recycling  of  markers  when  the  tree  is  removed.  Former  locations  of 
truly  historic  trees  should,  be  informed  by  an  interpretive  sign  or 
plaque.) 


Recommendation  on  Permanent  Markers 
!)         Off  the  tree-— by  statute 

2)  Placed  within  dripiine.  ideally  . , .  thoughts  on  back  yards,  median 
strips? 

3)  Cast  bronze,  set  in  concrete. 

4)  Round  shape 

5)  5"  minimum,  9"  maximum  diameter 

6)  Simple,  recognizable  logo 

7)  Engraved  identifying  information 

Costs/Sources 

1)  Cost  of  bronze  plates  f(  size,  number  ordered);  4-5"  under  $50;  8-9" 
under  $100;  initial  design  and  set-up  under  $  1 ,000— California 
Casting,  East  Bay  Brass 

2)  Cost  of  core  drilling  .('{locations,  efficiency  in  grouping);  $  1 70  per 
core  max.— PenhaJl 

3)  Cost  of  setting  marker—?????  Concrete,  epoxy,  installer?? — DPW? 

4)  Cost  of  Interpretive  Sign  f  (design,  provider)  -Matthews  Bronze? 

5)  Sources  of  funding?? 


0000 


Member  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council:  For  your  consideration  and  feedback. 

In  regards  to  creating  a  sidewalk  plaque  for  recognition  of  Landmark  Tree 

locations,  I  thought  of  the  beautiful  mosaics  that  have  contributed  greatly  and 
have  lasted  for  centuries  throughout  the  world.  Our  own  local  mosaic  artist, 
Colette  Crutcher  and  Mark  Roller,  just  recently  created  the  16  th  Street  steps  and 
the  24 th  Street  Mini  Park  -  to  mention  a  few. 

The  Tiled  Steps  have  been  awarded  by: 

City's  Clean  and  Green  Award 
2006  Beautification  Award,  San  Francisco  Beautiful 
Special  Recognition  Award,  Precita  Eyes  Mural  Arts  Center 
Certificate  of  Appreciation,  Art  Deco  Society  of  :StateCalifornia 

Below  are  links  for  your  review: 

http://www.colettecrutcher.com/paqes/artwork  paqes/mosaic006.html 
http://www.tiledsteps.org/Desiqn 

What  do  you  think?  I  talked  to  Colette  and  she  said  a  tile  relief  of  a  leaf,  with  the 
name  of  the  tree  would  look  great  and  be  educational.  Also,  next  time  you  are  at 
Union  Square  -  check  out  the  tiles  along  the  steps  of  plants  with  there  names  - 
they  are  beautiful. 

Carolyn  Blair, 

Member:  UFC,  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

sftreecouncil(a)dslextreme.com 

415  982  8793 
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Tasks  for  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  Model  Sites  UFC  Pilot  Project 
Deadline  August  26  UFC  Full  Council  Meeting 

The  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  Model  Puts 
Trees  at  the  Center  of  the  Ecology 
SPONSOR/SPEAKER:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Member  Jocelyn  Cohen,  415-285-2342 
Further  background  see  minutes  from  June  24,  2008  meeting 

Request  for  prime  sidewalk  sites: 

Nominations  from  Council  members  and  community,  criteria  includes  the  following: 

•  Existing  mature  tree(s),  either  of  landmark  or  "significant  tree"  status 

•  Location  receives  good  visibility  from  automobile,  public  transportation,  bicycle  or  pedestrian  use 

•  Neighbors,  businesses,  community  interest  in  long  term  maintenance  &  guardianship  of  the  site 

•  Sidewalk  wide  enough  for  ADA  compliance  or  more 

•  Sidewalk  space  to  enlarge  basin  both  in  length  &  width 

•  Qualities  of  trees 

•  remnant  trees  like  the  Valley  Oak  we  lost  in  the  Mission,  Elderberry  on  Bernal  Hill 

•  Champion  trees,  the  biggest  of  its  kind 

•  Heritage  trees  that  have  meaning  to  the  community 

•  Other  criteria  to  consider 

•  Sidewalk  tree(s)  with  adjoining  or  adjacent  landscape  that  can  demonstrate  design  integration 

•  Borrowed  views 

•  Trees  that  have  been  well  maintained 

•  Trees  that  can  be  pruned  to  show  off  the  beauty  of  the  species 

•  Grove  of  trees  that  demonstrates  sense  of  scale  of  large  and  small  trees 

Locations  suggested  at  previous  UFC  meeting: 

Bernal  Heights  Library  with  the  two  landmarked  trees,  Cortland  Merchants  Association 

maintenance  possibility 

Landmark  trees  on  Bush  and  Octavia 

Alamo  Square 

Request  for  cosponsoring  Organizations  and  Agencies 

Affiliates,  friends  or  colleagues,  associations  including  libraries,  schools,  environmental,civic  and 
religious  organizations  who  you  have  spoken  with  are  are  interested  in  collaborations. 

Names  suggested  from  member  at  prior  meeting  included  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  Living 
Library,  Association  of  Professional  Landscape  Designers,  Coalition  of  San  Francisco 
Neighborhoods. 

Request  from  members  and  or  their  agency,  business  or  affiliation  for  specific 
contribution  and  in-kind  donations,  including  but  not  limited  to: 

Removal  of  concrete 

Re-use  of  concrete  on  site  as  borders  or  pathways 
Plants 

Tools  for  the  day  of  installation 
Volunteers  for  the  day  of  installation 
Arborists  &  aesthetic  pruners 
Soil  and  other  landscape  materials 

Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  Pilot  Site  -  Project  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco  1 


Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  Model  Sites  UFC  Pilot  Project 

Questions  contact  Jocelyn  Cohen,  415-285-2342 


Name:  : — 

Contact  information:  

Here  is  my  list  of  sidewalk  sites  that  meet  criteria  with  reasons  they  are  a  good  choice: 

Location:  

Good  choice  because:  

Location:  =  

Good  choice  because:  


Location:  

Good  choice  because: 


Location:  

Good  choice  because: 


Request  for  cosponsoring  Organizations  and  Agencies  or  stake-holders 
I  have  spoken  with  the  following  people/organizations  who  have  interest 

Organization:  

Contact  person  &  telephone  #:  

Organization:  

Contact  person  &  telephone  #:  

Members  agencies,  business  or  affiliation  for  contributions  &  in-kind  donations 
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Friday,  July  25,  2008,  10:00  a.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


AUG  2  0  2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
DUBLIC  LIBRARV 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:20  a.m. 
Present:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  Boss  (10:30),  Habert,  Rodgers, 
Sherk,  and  Short.  Excused:  Members  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  and  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  June  24,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting.  (Discussion 

and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  June  24,  2008 
Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  with  an  amendment  to  Page  10,  second  paragraph,  to  add  a 
statement  to  Member  Blair's  comments,  that  reads  "At  the  Natural  Areas  Program  Citizen's  Advisory 
Committee  meeting,  scientific  members  Dr.  Joan  Roughgarden  and  Professor  Connors  agreed  that 
the  sustainability  of  native  plants  is  questionable."  (Explanatory  Document:  June  24.  2008  Approved 
Minutes.) 

3.  Chair's  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  proposed  legislation  to  change  the 
membership  composition  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action). 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  at  the  June  24,  2008  Council  meeting,  the  Council  requested  that  he  write 
a  letter  to  the  Supervisors  explaining  the  Council's  position  on  the  proposed  membership  change 
proposal.  It  was  explained  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Committee  did  not  hold  a  meeting  on  July 
17  as  planned,  so  the  letter  was  not  distributed  at  that  time.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  he  had  been 
informed  by  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  office  that  they  may  make  additional  changes  to  the  legislation, 
and  that  he  suggested  that  additional  changes  be  made  available  to  the  Council  for  discussion  at 
their  meeting  today,  which  did  not  happen. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  next  meeting  on  the  proposed  legislation  is  scheduled  for  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  Government  Audit  and  Oversight  Committee  on  Monday,  August  1 1 ,  and  that  there 
wouldn't  be  any  additional  Supervisors  meetings  in  the  month  of  August  after  August  13th  because  of 
a  Board  break.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  he  could  present  his  letter  at  the  August  1 1  meeting,  which 
discusses:  (1)  the  generalities  of  the  membership  proposal;  (2)  the  experience  and  professionalism 
that  Department  representatives  bring  to  the  Council;  (3)  how  five  voting  members  would  not  meet 
the  needs  of  the  Council  and  Committee  structure  and  would  not  achieve  goals  mandated  by  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Ordinance;  (4)  the  Council's  cooperation  in  voluntarily  canceling  meetings  in 
order  to  reduce  the  number  of  meetings  held  throughout  the  year;  (5)  how  alternate  members  would 
not  have  the  required  knowledge  on  the  issues  if  they  show  up  only  on  occasion  as  items  can  be 
discussed  on  an  ongoing  basis;  and  (6)  San  Francisco  urban  forestry  policies  and  procedures  would 
be  decided  on  by  only  three  voting  members,  which  does  not  constitute  adequate  representation. 

Member  Blair  reported  that  she  had  attended  a  Democratic  County  Central  Committee  that  consists 
of  34  members  and  includes  representation  from  Supervisors  McGoldrick,  Peskin  and  Daly.  Member 
Blair  asked  if  Supervisor  McGoldrick  had  given  any  thought  to  how  that  Committee  functions  with 
that  many  members  as  he  is  questioning  how  the  Council  can  function  with  15  members. 
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Member  Cohen  discussed  comments  made  by  Members  Boss  and  Sherk  asking  that  the 
Supervisors  provide  an  answer  as  to  what  good  could  be  achieved  with  this  proposal  and  how  the 
membership  change  could  be  better  for  the  Council.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  they  are  good 
questions,  but  does  not  know  how  to  work  these  into  the  letter  as  these  questions  have  been 
previously  asked  with  no  real  answer  given. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  suggested  waiting  to  hear  about  the  proposed  changes  to  the  legislation  before 
writing  the  final  version  of  the  letter. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  Council  Members  would  be  advised  of  the  hearing  date  as  soon  as  it  is 
finalized  and  requested  that  as  many  members  as  possible  attend  the  meeting. 

4.  Chair's  Recommendation  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  Urban  Forestry  Funding. 

(Discussion)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  as  requested  by  the  Council  at  their  June  24,  2008  meeting,  he  wrote  a 
letter  with  Coordinator  Hui's  assistance  about  the  urban  forestry  budget  in  general.  Chair  Milne 
explained  that  the  letter  was  sent  about  a  month  ago  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  before  a  vote  was 
taken,  but  that  he  did  not  know  the  result  of  the  vote  taken  at  that  meeting.  (Explanatory 
Document) 

Member  Rodgers  thanked  Chair  Milne  for  helping  to  represent  the  Council's  thoughts  before  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  as  it  is  a  crucial  part  of  the  communication  process.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated 
that  his  understanding  was  that  the  urban  forestry  budget  survived  intact  from  what  was  proposed  by 
the  Mayor. 

5.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal,  Original  Graphic,  Proposed  Amended 
Graphic,  and  CB  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Recommendation)  (Continued  from  the 
June  24,  2008  Meeting)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  and  Coordinator  Hui  have  been  working  on 
preparing  a  proposal  for  visible  identification  of  landmark  trees  after  designation  for  some  time  and 
requested  that  the  Council  be  given  additional  time  to  consider  the  proposal  instead  of  taking  action 
at  today's  meeting. 

Member  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  thought  that  visible  identification  of 
landmark  trees  is  important  in  order  to  provide  education,  awareness,  and  protection.  Coordinator 
Hui  reported  on  Member  Hillan's  proposal  for  visible  identification  of  landmark  trees  that  includes 
four  components  (1)  a  permanent  marker  indicating  landmark  tree  status;  (2)  an  optional  interpretive 
sign  giving  basic  information  about  the  tree;  (3)  an  online  register  of  current  landmark  trees;  and  (4) 
an  online  register  of  historic  landmark  trees.  The  proposal  for  permanent  markers  and 
considerations  for  potential  cost  and  source  of  funding  were  explained  as  outlined  in  the  explanatory 
document  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  in  her 
discussions  with  the  Department's  Grant  Manager  about  requesting  funding  for  this  proposal,  it  was 
determined  that  funding  sources  would  be  required  to  pay  for  (1)  the  actual  design  and  creation  of 
the  plaques,  and  (2)  for  the  ongoing  maintenance  of  engraving  the  plaques  with  the  landmark  tree 
name,  species,  and  for  installation. 
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Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  original  graphic  that  was  proposed  at  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  states,  "Contact  the  Department  of  the  Environment  for  more  information"  (Original 
Graphic)  as  the  Department  houses  information  on  landmark  trees.  It  was  explained  that  the  graphic 
was  changed  to  "City  and  County  of  San  Francisco"  based  on  members'  comments  at  the  meeting. 
Chair  Milne  reported  that  consideration  can  still  be  given  to  plaque  terminology. 

Member  Blair  recommended  considering  a  form  of  plaque  that  is  more  eye-catching,  e.g.,  ceramic 
tiles  such  as  those  seen  in  Union  Square  of  native  plants,  or  mosaics  as  seen  in  areas  of  San 
Francisco.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  decisions  would  have  to  be  made  based  on  the  cost  of 
installation  as  well  as  design.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  had 
considered  many  different  materials,  and  that  a  ceramic  option  had  been  presented;  however,  the 
Committee  indicated  that  they  would  prefer  that  the  plaque  be  made  out  metal,  which  is  a  more 
durable  material. 

Member  Sherk  suggested  adding  the  website  name  in  smaller  font  if  the  plaque  were  to  read  '  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco"  so  that  people  could  be  directed  to  additional  information.  Coordinator 
Hui  reported  that  the  Committee  expressed  concern  that  the  website  may  change  over  time. 
Member  Sherk  recommended  that  the  plaque  should  be  more  directed  and  say,  "City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  the  Department  of  the  Environment."  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  were 
Council  Members  that  had  expressed  their  concern  with  placing  Department  of  the  Environment  on 
the  plaque.  Member  Sherk  asked  if  California  has  a  state  tree  that  could  be  placed  on  the  plaque, 
and  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  would  research  what  that  tree  was  and  report  back. 

Member  Cohen  explained  that  the  design  element  is  part  of  the  cost,  but  that  most  of  the  cost  is  in 
setting  up  the  dye.  There  are  different  ways  that  plaques  are  made,  and  the  difference  in  how  they 
are  made  affects  what  the  minimum  run  is  and  also  the  per-plaque  cost.  Member  Cohen 
recommended  selecting  information  that  is  not  going  to  change  over  time,  e.g.  to  consider  (1 ) 
whether  the  program  would  always  be  called  landmark  tree  as  opposed  to  heritage  tree,  champion 
tree,  etc.;  and  (2)  that  it  would  probably  always  be  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  but  the 
department  that  houses  the  program  could  change  even  within  the  next  decade. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  literary  plaques  in  London  adopted  a  minimalist  approach  for  their  heritage 
signs  and  don't  have  anything  on  them  except  names,  dates,  and  "lived  here  for  six  months  in  1906". 

Member  Boss  recommended  using  the  more-simpler  plaque  form  that  contains  core  information  that 
is  not  going  to  change,  "Landmark  Tree,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  a  landmark  tree 
number."  Member  Boss  explained  that  there  would  be  information  lacking  about  the  tree  using  the 
simpler  plaque  form  that  may  be  of  interest  to  people,  e.g.,  tree  species,  landmark  date,  etc.,  which 
could  be  provided  through  interpretive  signs,  a  website,  or  through  other  venues.  Member  Boss 
suggested  that  the  graphic  be  used  that  says  "City  and  County  of  San  Francisco"  Proposed 
Amended  Graphic.  Member  Boss  also  reported  that  someone  placed  a  plastic  sign  on  the  Blue 
Elderberry  on  Bernal  Heights  Boulevard  that  says  "San  Francisco  Landmark  Tree".  Coordinator  Hui 
reported  that  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  has  advised  that  nothing  can  be  put  directly  on  trees.  Chair 
Milne  reported  that  a  home  owner  would  be  able  to  put  an  interpretive  sign  or  other  graphic  on  a  tree 
on  their  own  property. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Mary  Ellen  Pleasant  trees  have  an  ornate  tile  plaque  that  has  a  bio  of 
information  that  was  done  by  an  organization  to  commemorate  the  trees  when  they  were 
landmarked,  and  it  is  hoped  that  private  initiatives  would  come  along  to  do  the  same  thing  for  other 
trees.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  markers  may  not  work  for  backyard  trees  because  people  would 
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start  knocking  on  doors  to  see  private  property  trees.  Member  Boss  stated  that  he  felt  that  all 
backyard  trees  should  be  marked.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  a  suggestion  was  made  to  put  a 
triangle  or  arrow  at  the  top  of  the  plaque  to  aim  people  to  the  location  of  the  tree. 

Member  Short  recommended  that  the  Council  consider  private  property  landmark  trees  as  it  would 
apply  to  (1 )  where  the  marker  would  be  placed,  (2)  whether  there  would  be  public  acknowledgement 
of  the  marker  in  the  public  realm,  (3)  what  that  would  mean  to  the  privacy  of  property  owners;  and  (4) 
whether  property  owner  permission  would  be  required  to  place  a  marker  on  a  backyard  tree. 
Member  Short  stated  that  a  lot  of  the  original  landmark  trees  are  groves  of  trees,  so  it  would  not  be 
feasible  to  put  a  marker  on  each  tree,  and  asked  the  Council  to  determine  where  the  marker  should 
go.  It  was  explained  that  there  is  an  official  landmark  tree  book,  and  that  each  free  has  a  number 
that  relates  mostly  to  when  it  was  landmarked,  although  the  Chair  has  renumbered  several  trees. 
Member  Short  suggested  that  plaques  could  be  produced  with  numbers  in  advance  so  that  as  each 
new  tree  gets  officially  landmarked  and  gets  its  official  landmark  number,  it  would  get  that  next 
numbered  plaque.  It  was  recommended  that  the  plaque  be  kept  fairly  basic  and  that  it  could  contain 
only  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  landmark  number.  Member  Short  also  discussed 
the  possibility  of  having  a  small  brass  plate  that  could  list  the  species  and  the  landmark  date,  that 
would  be  less  expensive  to  produce,  and  could  be  attached  to  each  of  the  plaques.  Member  Short 
stated  that  it  is  important  to  have  the  program  linked  to  the  online  register  and  to  identify  the  long- 
term  maintenance  question  of  who  would  update  and  house  the  site. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  when  she  researched  other  city  landmark  tree  programs,  most  of  them 
did  not  put  anything  on  trees  that  were  on  private  property  because  private  property  owners  did  not 
want  to  be  troubled,  and  some  of  the  designated  trees  were  in  fields  that  were  inaccessible  to 
people. 

Member  Blair  suggested  including  people's  names  that  have  recognized  and  cared  for  landmark 
trees.  Member  Blair  also  suggested  that  since  the  Monterey  Cypress  located  at  the  McLaren  Lodge 
is  the  City's  tree,  the  Council  should  request  that  a  Supervisor  or  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  Head  move  forward  with  nominating  the  tree  for  landmark  status.  Member  Blair  also 
suggested  that  the  picture  that  is  placed  on  the  plaque  be  more  interesting.  Chair  Milne  reported  that 
the  plaque  has  not  been  designed  yet.  Chair  Milne  also  reported  that  several  people  at  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  have  been  discussing  the  historical  significance  of  the  Monterey 
Cypress  and  the  possibility  of  it  being  landmarked. 

Member  Rodgers  recommended  that  the  plaque  (1)  be  kept  as  simple  as  the  one  produced  with  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  logo;  (2)  be  clean  and  elegant  as  possible,  and  (3)  contain  the 
name  of  the  tree  species  and  perhaps  the  landmark  date  and  number.  Member  Rodgers  felt  that  the 
reference  to  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  would  be  sufficient  enough  to  direct  people  to  the 
internet  for  additional  information.  Member  Rodgers  indicated  that  she  likes  the  idea  of  allowing 
property  owners  to  be  artistic  and  use  whatever  resources  they  have  at  their  disposal  to  embellish 
from  the  basic  placard  to  a  more  descriptive  narrative  of  the  tree. 

Member  Habert  recommended  using  whatever  design  the  Planning  Department  uses  for  landmark 
buildings  and  extending  it  to  landmark  trees. 

Chair  Milne  recommended  considering  aluminum  material  as  it  is  not  as  frequently  stolen  off  the 
streets  as  brass,  copper,  or  platinum  because  it  is  cheaper  and  lighter.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that 
she  was  told  by  a  plaque  maker  that  aluminum  is  very  soft  and  would  wear  down  quickly,  but  that 
there  are  ways  to  make  blind  mounts  for  these  plaques,  which  would  make  the  plaques  well 
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incorporated  into  the  concrete  that  is  poured  around  them  and  difficult  to  remove  without  heavy 
machinery. 

6.  Funding  for  Long-Range  Urban  Forestry  Maintenance.  (Discussion) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  he  and  Coordinator  Hui  held  a  meeting  with  the  Mayor's  Director  of 
Greening,  Ms.  Astrid  Haryati,  to  request  an  explanation  on  the  details  of  bond  funding.  Due  to  the  in- 
availability  of  a  speaker  on  this  topic  for  today's  Council  meeting,  it  was  requested  that  this  item  be 
continued  to  the  August  26,  2008  meeting.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  received  funding  for  tree  maintenance  in  their  Recreation  and  Park  lands,  which  in  the 
past  the  Council  was  told  could  not  be  done  through  a  bond  measure.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  he 
would  like  the  Council  to  hear  how  this  would  work  as  the  Funding  Committee  had  been  discussing 
ways  to  fund  urban  forest  maintenance  for  four  or  five  years,  and  there  have  always  been  obstacles 
to  doing  so. 

Member  Short  reported  that  she  had  requested  that  long-term  mechanisms  be  added  to  the  Urban 
Forest  Plan's  Request  for  Proposal,  and  suggested  that  the  Council  provide  feedback  on  their 
findings  to  the  Planning  Department's  Master  Plan  group.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  feedback  would 
be  provided  at  the  time  presentations  are  made  to  the  Council  on  the  Urban  Forest  Plan. 

7.  Recommendations  for  Council  Task  Assignments  for  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  {SPPG) 
Pilot  Sites.  (Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  072508  UFC  Tasks  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Pilot 
Sites)  SPEAKER:  Member  Cohen 

Member  Cohen  reported  that  the  explanatory  document  summarizes  what  she  had  presented  at  the 
June  24,  2008  meeting  and  includes  suggestions  members  made  at  that  meeting.  Member  Cohen 
asked  Council  members  to  provide  their  nominations  as  well  as  community  nominations  for  prime 
sidewalk  sites  and  listed  criteria  to  consider.  Member  Cohen  asked  members  to  research 
organizations  and  agencies  that  may  be  able  to  cosponsor  the  project  as  well  as  provide  for  specific 
contribution  and  in-kind  donations.  Members  were  asked  to  fill  out  the  form  on  the  other  side  of  the 
page  with  requested  information,  review  the  timeline  of  tasks,  and  bring  back  suggestions  to  the 
August  26,  2008  Council  meeting. 

Member  Short  reported  that  there  are  a  number  of  blocks  each  year  that  are  targeted  under  the 
Sidewalk  Improvement  Repair  Program  (SIRP)  in  which  property  owners  would  be  notified  that  they 
have  to  repair  their  sidewalk  and  would  work  on  this  effort  through  the  City.  It  was  reported  that  the 
Mayor's  Office  of  Greening  is  interested  in  making  sidewalk  landscaping  permits  a  part  of  that  SIRP 
program  so  not  only  would  people  have  the  opportunity  to  repair  their  sidewalk  through  the  City,  they 
could  have  an  expedited  sidewalk  landscaping  permit  process.  Member  Short  stated  that  could 
provide  potential  for  overlap,  and  would  provide  the  list  of  locations  for  this  fiscal  year  to  bring  to  the 
next  meeting.  It  was  explained  that  the  list  of  locations  is  generated  by  high  need  that  usually 
corresponds  with  commercial  corridors  or  high  pedestrian  traffic,  which  are  not  often  great  locations 
for  true  gardens.  Sometimes  they  are  good  locations  for  expanded  sidewalk  tree  basins  so  the  trees 
have  more  room  and  you  could  do  some  small  plantings  on  the  edges,  but  it  may  be  that  those  are 
not  ideal  locations  for  these  types  of  projects  and  would  not  correspond  with  these  champion  trees 
that  the  Council  is  trying  to  highlight. 
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8.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 
(Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  presented  a  staff  report  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  activities  and  reported  on  her 
work  as  follows: 

•  Monthly  meetings  have  begun  with  Chair  Milne  and  the  Mayor's  Director  of  Greening,  Ms.  Astrid 
Haryati,  to  provide  her  with  updates  on  Council  activities  and  concerns  as  well  as  holding 
discussions  on  City  urban  forestry  issues.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  meetings  are  held 
the  first  Tuesday  of  the  month  in  the  afternoon  and  asked  Council  Members  to  provide  their 
suggestions  for  discussion  topics. 

•  Work  with  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier's  office  in  order  to  schedule  the  Council's  most  recent  landmark 
tree  nominations  for  Board  hearing  (the  Monterey  Cypress  and  Manzanita).  The  trees  are 
scheduled  to  be  heard  on  August  7  at  the  City  Operations  and  Neighborhood  Services 
Committee  starting  at  1:00  p.m.  It  was  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would  be 
hearing  a  new  landmark  tree  nomination  at  their  next  meeting  on  August  12,  which  was 
submitted  by  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  Director,  Jared  Blumenfeld. 

•  A  report  was  made  on  the  success  of  the  landmark  tree  tour  that  was  held  on  Saturday,  July  12 
and  that  requests  were  made  to  hold  a  similar  event  next  year.  Work  has  been  started  on 
providing  a  self-guided  landmark  tree  tour  that  would  correlate  with  online  bios. 

•  Assisted  Member  Hillan  on  the  visible  identification  of  landmark  trees  proposal; 

•  Revising  landmark  tree  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  for  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  who 
has  been  working  on  revising  the  criteria.  Ms.  Fish  had  updated  the  criteria  list  based  on 
Committee  recommendations.  Further  discussion  is  scheduled  for  the  August  12  meeting.  The 
Committee  asked  for  a  report  back  from  legal  counsel  whether  the  Board  of  Supervisors  would 
be  required  to  approve  proposed  changes  to  the  criteria  and  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that 
the  understanding  is  that  revisions  can  be  made  to  the  organization  of  both  the  forms  and 
criteria,  but  that  changes  to  the  criteria  language  or  descriptions  may  need  to  go  through  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  because  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  states  that  the  criteria  is  suggested 
by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Coordinator  Hui 
reported  that  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  it  could  be  brought  to  her  on  a  case-by- 
case  basis  to  make  a  determination. 

•  Pruning  Guideline  edits  have  been  finalized  and  sent  for  printing — printed  and  online  versions 
would  be  available; 

•  The  Annual  Pruning  Workshop  was  held  approximately  six  weeks  ago;  62  people  attended.  The 
presenter  was  engaging  and  positive  feedback  was  received.  Departments  and  agencies  that 
sent  representatives  said  they  appreciated  the  workshop  and  look  forward  to  the  Council's  help 
in  the  future; 

•  For  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Annual  Report,  surveys  have  been  sent  out  to  all  City 
departments  and  agencies  that  were  on  a  previous  circulation  list.  It  was  reported  that  a  few  of 
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the  departments  and  agencies  have  sent  back  replies  that  they  declined  to  contribute  for  various 
reasons,  and  there  has  not  been  a  response  from  several  other  agencies.  A  reply  or  follow-up 
had  been  sent  by  email  to  departments  and  organizations.  It  was  stated  that  several  agencies 
had  responded,  and  a  list  of  those  were  read.  In  addition,  several  of  the  surveys  that  had  been 
received  indicated  that  they  appreciate  the  educational  opportunities  that  are  offered. 

•  The  Urban  Forest  Plan  initial  kick-off  meeting  with  the  contractor,  stakeholders,  and  the 
contractor's  subcontractors  was  held  and  discussions  were  held  about  scheduling  workshops,  on 
outreach,  and  protocols.  The  team  would  like  to  interact  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  by 
providing  monthly  updates  through  an  agenda  item  to  be  presented  either  by  the  Council 
Coordinator  or  by  Mr.  Andres  Power,  the  Project  Manager.  In-depth  reports  would  be  presented 
once  they  are  available. 

•  The  Better  Streets  Plan  is  now  available  for  review. 

9.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  August  21,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Planning  and  Funding  Committee  Chair  Short  reported  that  the  July  Committee  meeting  was 
cancelled  in  efforts  to  reduce  the  number  of  meetings  held  as  a  Council.  It  was  reported  that  the 
urban  forest  related  budget  was  approved  as  submitted  by  the  Mayor.  There  were  cuts  made  by  the 
Mayor's  Office  to  the  Department  of  Public  Work's  (DPW)  tree  planting  budget  before  it  was 
submitted  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  The  original  number  of  trees  that  were  submitted  by  DPW  to 
the  Mayor  to  be  planted  as  part  of  the  goal  of  planting  5,000  trees  a  year  (the  goal  that  the  Council 
helped  set)  was  reduced  from  1,450  trees  to  870  trees,  but  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approved 
planting  of  870  trees  without  further  cuts.  The  contribution  to  the  Department  of  the  Environment  for 
the  Council  staff  person  survived  intact  as  well.  It  was  explained  that  there  have  been  statements 
that  there  will  probably  be  mid-year  cuts  so  as  the  budget  gets  formally  approved,  people  will  start 
looking  for  savings  again.  The  figure  heard  was  5%  additional  mid-year  cuts,  but  there  is  no 
indication  where  that  would  come  from  or  what  the  impact  on  DPW's  budget  or  the  Council's  budget 
may  be. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  August  12,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Member  Cohen  requested  a  report  on  the  landmark  tree  status  of  the  Monterey  Cypress,  the 
Manzanita,  and  the  trees  in  front  of  the  Bernal  Heights  Library.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the 
Monterey  Cypress  and  the  Manzanita  are  awaiting  hearing  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  as  she  had 
reported  in  her  staff  report.  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  trees  in  front  of 
the  Bernal  Heights  Library  were  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Member  Cohen  asked  for 
announcements  during  Committee  or  Staff  Report  agenda  items  on  status  of  landmark  tree 
nominations.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  Landmark  Tree  website 
could  also  be  consulted  for  landmark  tree  status.  Member  Cohen  also  asked  for  announcements  to 
be  made  much  earlier  before  special  events  are  held  as  she  did  not  receive  an  announcement  of  the 
landmark  tree  tour  on  time  to  actually  attend  the  tour.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  sent  an 
email  announcement  to  Council  members  and  was  planning  to  make  an  announcement  during  her 
staff  report  at  the  June  24  meeting,  but  was  not  able  to  present  a  report. 
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Member  Short  requested  that  a  system  be  put  in  place  so  that  she  can  be  notified  whenever  a  tree  is 
nominated  for  landmark  tree  status  because  the  Director  of  Public  Works  is  required  to  notify  the 
property  owner  as  soon  as  temporary  protection  begins.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  would 
check  her  notification  list  to  make  sure  that  Member  Short  is  on  the  list  as  she  sends  out  email 
notices  for  all  trees  that  are  nominated  by  property  owners  and  Department  heads  after  the  Council 
approves  the  nomination. 

10.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and  Discussion) 

Chair  Milne  reported  on  the  Mayor's  memo  and  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  requesting  an 
annual  report  of  members'  attendance  to  their  appointing  authority,  and  the  criteria  that  three 
absences  per  year  should  be  inquired  into  or  reported.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  he  had  received  an 
attendance  report  today  and  would  be  scheduling  discussion  of  the  Council's  attendance  situation 
and  procedures  at  the  August  26  meeting. 

11.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion). 

Member  Habert  invited  the  Council  to  participate  in  the  Mission  Bay  Parks  Festival  to  celebrate  the 
opening  of  the  newest  Mission  Bay  park  and  sports  courts  to  be  held  on  September  20,  2008  at 
Mission  Creek  Park,  located  west  of  the  4th  Street  Bridge  on  the  north  and  south  sides  of  the  creek. 

12.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

13.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  11:29  a.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each 
agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone 
number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Approved: 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  REGULAR  MEETING 
APPROVED  MINUTES 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

Friday,  July  25,  2008,  10:00  a.m. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  10:20  a.m. 
Present:  Chair  Milne,  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Blair,  Cohen,  Boss  (10:30),  Habert,  Rodgers, 
Sherk,  and  Short.  Excused:  Members  Griswold,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Nervo,  and  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  June  24,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting.  (Discussion 
and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  June  24,  2008 
Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  with  an  amendment  to  Page  10,  second  paragraph,  to  add  a 
statement  to  Member  Blair's  comments,  that  reads  "At  the  Natural  Areas  Program  Citizen's  Advisory 
Committee  meeting,  scientific  members  Dr.  Joan  Roughgarden  and  Professor  Connors  agreed  that 
the  sustainability  of  native  plants  is  questionable."  (Explanatory  Document:  June  24,  2008  Approved 
Minutes.) 

3.  Chair's  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  proposed  legislation  to  change  the 
membership  composition  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  at  the  June  24,  2008  Council  meeting,  the  Council  requested  that  he  write 
a  letter  to  the  Supervisors  explaining  the  Council's  position  on  the  proposed  membership  change 
proposal.  It  was  explained  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Committee  did  not  hold  a  meeting  on  July 
17  as  planned,  so  the  letter  was  not  distributed  at  that  time.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  he  had  been 
informed  by  Supervisor  McGoldrick's  office  that  they  may  make  additional  changes  to  the  legislation, 
and  that  he  suggested  that  additional  changes  be  made  available  to  the  Council  for  discussion  at 
their  meeting  today,  which  did  not  happen. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  next  meeting  on  the  proposed  legislation  is  scheduled  for  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  Government  Audit  and  Oversight  Committee  on  Monday,  August  11,  and  that  there 
wouldn't  be  any  additional  Supervisors  meetings  in  the  month  of  August  after  August  1 3th  because  of 
a  Board  break.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  he  could  present  nis  letter  at  the  August  1 1  meeting,  which 
discusses:  (1)  the  generalities  of  the  membership  proposal;  (2)  the  experience  and  professionalism 
that  Department  representatives  bring  to  the  Council;  (3)  how  five  voting  members  would  not  meet 
the  needs  of  the  Council  and  Committee  structure  and  would  not  achieve  goals  mandated  by  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Ordinance;  (4)  the  Council's  cooperation  in  voluntarily  canceling  meetings  in 
order  to  reduce  the  number  of  meetings  held  throughout  the  year;  (5)  how  alternate  members  would 
not  have  the  required  knowledge  on  the  issues  if  they  show  up  only  on  occasion  as  items  can  be 
discussed  on  an  ongoing  basis;  and  (6)  San  Francisco  urban  forestry  policies  and  procedures  would 
be  decided  on  by  only  three  voting  members,  which  does  not  constitute  adequate  representation. 

Member  Blair  reported  that  she  had  attended  a  Democratic  County  Central  Committee  that  consists 
of  34  members  and  includes  representation  from  Supervisors  McGoldrick,  Peskin  and  Daly.  Member 
Blair  asked  if  Supervisor  McGoldrick  had  given  any  thought  to  how  that  Committee  functions  with 
that  many  members  as  he  is  questioning  how  the  Council  can  function  with  15  members. 
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Member  Cohen  discussed  comments  made  by  Members  Boss  and  Sherk  asking  that  the 
Supervisors  provide  an  answer  as  to  what  good  could  be  achieved  with  this  proposal  and  how  the 
membership  change  could  be  better  for  the  Council.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  they  are  good 
questions,  but  does  not  know  how  to  work  these  into  the  letter  as  these  questions  have  been 
previously  asked  with  no  real  answer  given. 

Vice-Chair  Quirke  suggested  waiting  to  hear  about  the  proposed  changes  to  the  legislation  before 
writing  the  final  version  of  the  letter. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  Council  Members  would  be  advised  of  the  hearing  date  as  soon  as  it  is 
finalized  and  requested  that  as  many  members  as  possible  attend  the  meeting. 

4.  Chair's  Recommendation  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  Urban  Forestry  Funding. 

(Discussion)  SPEAKER:  Chair  Milne 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  as  requested  by  the  Council  at  their  June  24,  2008  meeting,  he  wrote  a 
letter  with  Coordinator  Hui's  assistance  about  the  urban  forestry  budget  in  general.  Chair  Milne 
explained  that  the  letter  was  sent  about  a  month  ago  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  before  a  vote  was 
taken,  but  that  he  did  not  know  the  result  of  the  vote  taken  at  that  meeting.  (Explanatory  Document: 
TM  Ltr  to  BOS  Urban  Forest  Budget.) 

Member  Rodgers  thanked  Chair  Milne  for  helping  to  represent  the  Council's  thoughts  before  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  as  it  is  a  crucial  part  of  the  communication  process.  Vice-Chair  Quirke  stated 
that  his  understanding  was  that  the  urban  forestry  budget  survived  intact  from  what  was  proposed  by 
the  Mayor. 

5.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal,  Original  Graphic,  Proposed  Amended 
Graphic,  and  CB  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Recommendation)  (Continued  from  the 
June  24,  2008  Meeting)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  and  Coordinator  Hui  have  been  working  on 
preparing  a  proposal  for  visible  identification  of  landmark  trees  after  designation  for  some  time  and 
requested  that  the  Council  be  given  additional  time  to  consider  the  proposal  instead  of  taking  action 
at  today's  meeting. 

Member  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  thought  that  visible  identification  of 
landmark  trees  is  important  in  order  to  provide  education,  awareness,  and  protection.  Coordinator 
Hui  reported  on  Member  Hillan's  proposal  for  visible  identification  of  landmark  trees  that  includes 
four  components  (1)  a  permanent  marker  indicating  landmark  tree  status;  (2)  an  optional  interpretive 
sign  giving  basic  information  about  the  tree;  (3)  an  online  register  of  current  landmark  trees;  and  (4) 
an  online  register  of  historic  landmark  trees.  The  proposal  for  permanent  markers  and 
considerations  for  potential  cost  and  source  of  funding  were  explained  as  outlined  in  the  explanatory 
document  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  in  her 
discussions  with  the  Department's  Grant  Manager  about  requesting  funding  for  this  proposal,  it  was 
determined  that  funding  sources  would  be  required  to  pay  for  (1 )  the  actual  design  and  creation  of 
the  plaques,  and  (2)  for  the  ongoing  maintenance  of  engraving  the  plaques  with  the  landmark  tree 
name,  species,  and  for  installation. 
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Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  original  graphic  that  was  proposed  at  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  states,  "Contact  the  Department  of  the  Environment  for  more  information"  (Original 
Graphic)  as  the  Department  houses  information  on  landmark  trees.  It  was  explained  that  the  graphic 
was  changed  to  "City  and  County  of  San  Francisco"  based  on  members'  comments  at  the  meeting. 
Chair  Milne  reported  that  consideration  can  still  be  given  to  plaque  terminology. 

Member  Blair  recommended  considering  a  form  of  plaque  that  is  more  eye-catching,  e.g.,  ceramic 
tiles  such  as  those  seen  in  Union  Square  of  native  plants,  or  mosaics  as  seen  in  areas  of  San 
Francisco.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  decisions  would  have  to  be  made  based  on  the  cost  of 
installation  as  well  as  design.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  had 
considered  many  different  materials,  and  that  a  ceramic  option  had  been  presented;  however,  the 
Committee  indicated  that  they  would  prefer  that  the  plaque  be  made  out  metal,  which  is  a  more 
durable  material. 

Member  Sherk  suggested  adding  the  website  name  in  smaller  font  if  the  plaque  were  to  read  "City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco"  so  that  people  could  be  directed  to  additional  information.  Coordinator 
Hui  reported  that  the  Committee  expressed  concern  that  the  website  may  change  over  time. 
Member  Sherk  recommended  that  the  plaque  should  be  more  directed  and  say,  "City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  the  Department  of  the  Environment."  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  were 
Council  Members  that  had  expressed  their  concern  with  placing  Department  of  the  Environment  on 
the  plaque.  Member  Sherk  asked  if  California  has  a  state  tree  that  could  be  placed  on  the  plaque, 
and  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  would  research  what  that  tree  was  and  report  back. 

Member  Cohen  explained  that  the  design  element  is  part  of  the  cost,  but  that  most  of  the  cost  is  in 
setting  up  the  dye.  There  are  different  ways  that  plaques  are  made,  and  the  difference  in  how  they 
are  made  affects  what  the  minimum  run  is  and  also  the  per-plaque  cost.  Member  Cohen 
recommended  selecting  information  that  is  not  going  to  change  over  time,  e.g.  to  consider  (1) 
whether  the  program  would  always  be  called  landmark  tree  as  opposed  to  heritage  tree,  champion 
tree,  etc.;  and  (2)  that  it  would  probably  always  be  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  but  the 
department  that  houses  the  program  could  change  even  within  the  next  decade. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  literary  plaques  in  London  adopted  a  minimalist  approach  for  their  heritage 
signs  and  don't  have  anything  on  them  except  names,  dates,  and  "lived  here  for  six  months  in  1906  ". 

Member  Boss  recommended  using  the  more-simpler  plaque  form  that  contains  core  information  that 
is  not  going  to  change,  "Landmark  Tree,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  a  landmark  tree 
number."  Member  Boss  explained  that  there  would  be  information  lacking  about  the  tree  using  the 
simpler  plaque  form  that  may  be  of  interest  to  people,  e.g.,  tree  species,  landmark  date,  etc.,  which 
could  be  provided  through  interpretive  signs,  a  website,  or  through  other  venues.  Member  Boss 
suggested  that  the  graphic  be  used  that  says  "City  and  County  of  San  Francisco"  Proposed 
Amended  Graphic.  Member  Boss  also  reported  that  someone  placed  a  plastic  sign  on  the  Blue 
Elderberry  on  Bernal  Heights  Boulevard  that  says  "San  Francisco  Landmark  Tree".  Coordinator  Hui 
reported  that  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  has  advised  that  nothing  can  be  put  directly  on  trees.  Chair 
Milne  reported  that  a  home  owner  would  be  able  to  put  an  interpretive  sign  or  other  graphic  on  a  tree 
on  their  own  property. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Mary  Ellen  Pleasant  trees  have  an  ornate  tile  plaque  that  has  a  bio  of 
information  that  was  done  by  an  organization  to  commemorate  the  trees  when  they  were 
landmarked,  and  it  is  hoped  that  private  initiatives  would  come  along  to  do  the  same  thing  for  other 
trees.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  markers  may  not  work  for  backyard  trees  because  people  would 
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start  knocking  on  doors  to  see  private  property  trees.  Member  Boss  stated  that  he  felt  that  all 
backyard  trees  should  be  marked.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  a  suggestion  was  made  to  put  a 
triangle  or  arrow  at  the  top  of  the  plaque  to  aim  people  to  the  location  of  the  tree. 

Member  Short  recommended  that  the  Council  consider  private  property  landmark  trees  as  it  would 
apply  to  (1 )  where  the  marker  would  be  placed,  (2)  whether  there  would  be  public  acknowledgement 
of  the  marker  in  the  public  realm,  (3)  what  that  would  mean  to  the  privacy  of  property  owners;  and  (4) 
whether  property  owner  permission  would  be  required  to  place  a  marker  on  a  backyard  tree. 
Member  Short  stated  that  a  lot  of  the  original  landmark  trees  are  groves  of  trees,  so  it  would  not  be 
feasible  to  put  a  marker  on  each  tree,  and  asked  the  Council  to  determine  where  the  marker  should 
go.  It  was  explained  that  there  is  an  official  landmark  tree  book,  and  that  each  tree  has  a  number 
that  relates  mostly  to  when  it  was  landmarked,  although  the  Chair  has  renumbered  several  trees. 
Member  Short  suggested  that  plaques  could  be  produced  with  numbers  in  advance  so  that  as  each 
new  tree  gets  officially  landmarked  and  gets  its  official  landmark  number,  it  would  get  that  next 
numbered  plaque.  It  was  recommended  that  the  plaque  be  kept  fairly  basic  and  that  it  could  contain 
only  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  landmark  number.  Member  Short  also  discussed 
the  possibility  of  having  a  small  brass  plate  that  could  list  the  species  and  the  landmark  date,  that 
would  be  less  expensive  to  produce,  and  could  be  attached  to  each  of  the  plaques.  Member  Short 
stated  that  it  is  important  to  have  the  program  linked  to  the  online  register  and  to  identify  the  long- 
term  maintenance  question  of  who  would  update  and  house  the  site. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  when  she  researched  other  city  landmark  tree  programs,  most  of  them 
did  not  put  anything  on  trees  that  were  on  private  property  because  private  property  owners  did  not 
want  to  be  troubled,  and  some  of  the  designated  trees  were  in  fields  that  were  inaccessible  to 
people. 

Member  Blair  suggested  including  people's  names  that  have  recognized  and  cared  for  landmark 
trees.  Member  Blair  also  suggested  that  since  the  Monterey  Cypress  located  at  the  McLaren  Lodge 
is  the  City's  tree,  the  Council  should  request  that  a  Supervisor  or  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  Head  move  forward  with  nominating  the  tree  for  landmark  status.  Member  Blair  also 
suggested  that  the  picture  that  is  placed  on  the  plaque  be  more  interesting.  Chair  Milne  reported  that 
the  plaque  has  not  been  designed  yet.  Chair  Milne  also  reported  that  several  people  at  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  have  been  discussing  the  historical  significance  of  the  Monterey 
Cypress  and  the  possibility  of  it  being  landmarked. 

Member  Rodgers  recommended  that  the  plaque  (1)  be  kept  as  simple  as  the  one  produced  with  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  logo;  (2)  be  clean  and  elegant  as  possible,  and  (3)  contain  the 
name  of  the  tree  species  and  perhaps  the  landmark  date  and  number.  Member  Rodgers  felt  that  the 
reference  to  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  would  be  sufficient  enough  to  direct  people  to  the 
internet  for  additional  information.  Member  Rodgers  indicated  that  she  likes  the  idea  of  allowing 
property  owners  to  be  artistic  and  use  whatever  resources  they  have  at  their  disposal  to  embellish 
from  the  basic  placard  to  a  more  descriptive  narrative  of  the  tree. 

Member  Habert  recommended  using  whatever  design  the  Planning  Department  uses  for  landmark 
buildings  and  extending  it  to  landmark  trees. 

Chair  Milne  recommended  considering  aluminum  material  as  it  is  not  as  frequently  stolen  off  the 
streets  as  brass,  copper,  or  platinum  because  it  is  cheaper  and  lighter.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that 
she  was  told  by  a  plaque  maker  that  aluminum  is  very  soft  and  would  wear  down  quickly,  but  that 
there  are  ways  to  make  blind  mounts  for  these  plaques,  which  would  make  the  plaques  well 
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incorporated  into  the  concrete  that  is  poured  around  them  and  difficult  to  remove  without  heavy 
machinery. 

6.  Funding  for  Long-Range  Urban  Forestry  Maintenance.  (Discussion) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  he  and  Coordinator  Hui  held  a  meeting  with  the  Mayor's  Director  of 
Greening,  Ms.  Astrid  Haryati,  to  request  an  explanation  on  the  details  of  bond  funding.  Due  to  the  in- 
availability  of  a  speaker  on  this  topic  for  today's  Council  meeting,  it  was  requested  that  this  item  be 
continued  to  the  August  26,  2008  meeting.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  received  funding  for  tree  maintenance  in  their  Recreation  and  Park  lands,  which  in  the 
past  the  Council  was  told  could  not  be  done  through  a  bond  measure.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  he 
would  like  the  Council  to  hear  how  this  would  work  as  the  Funding  Committee  had  been  discussing 
ways  to  fund  urban  forest  maintenance  for  four  or  five  years,  and  there  have  always  been  obstacles 
to  doing  so. 

Member  Short  reported  that  she  had  requested  that  long-term  mechanisms  be  added  to  the  Urban 
Forest  Plan's  Request  for  Proposal,  and  suggested  that  the  Council  provide  feedback  on  their 
findings  to  the  Planning  Department's  Master  Plan  group.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  feedback  would 
be  provided  at  the  time  presentations  are  made  to  the  Council  on  the  Urban  Forest  Plan. 

7.  Recommendations  for  Council  Task  Assignments  for  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Garden  {SPPG) 
Pilot  Sites.  (Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  072508  UFC  Tasks  Sidewalk  Pocket  Park  Pilot 
Sites)  SPEAKER:  Member  Cohen 

Member  Cohen  reported  that  the  explanatory  document  summarizes  what  she  had  presented  at  the 
June  24,  2008  meeting  and  includes  suggestions  members  made  at  that  meeting.  Member  Cohen 
asked  Council  members  to  provide  their  nominations  as  well  as  community  nominations  for  prime 
sidewalk  sites  and  listed  criteria  to  consider.  Member  Cohen  asked  members  to  research 
organizations  and  agencies  that  may  be  able  to  cosponsor  the  project  as  well  as  provide  for  specific 
contribution  and  in-kind  donations.  Members  were  asked  to  fill  out  the  form  on  the  other  side  of  the 
page  with  requested  information,  review  the  timeline  of  tasks,  and  bring  back  suggestions  to  the 
August  26,  2008  Council  meeting. 

Member  Short  reported  that  there  are  a  number  of  blocks  each  year  that  are  targeted  under  the 
Sidewalk  Improvement  Repair  Program  (SIRP)  in  which  property  owners  would  be  notified  that  they 
have  to  repair  their  sidewalk  and  would  work  on  this  effort  through  the  City.  It  was  reported  that  the 
Mayor's  Office  of  Greening  is  interested  in  making  sidewalk  landscaping  permits  a  part  of  that  SIRP 
program  so  not  only  would  people  have  the  opportunity  to  repair  their  sidewalk  through  the  City,  they 
could  have  an  expedited  sidewalk  landscaping  permit  process.  Member  Short  stated  that  could 
provide  potential  for  overlap,  and  would  provide  the  list  of  locations  for  this  fiscal  year  to  bring  to  the 
next  meeting.  It  was  explained  that  the  list  of  locations  is  generated  by  high  need  that  usually 
corresponds  with  commercial  corridors  or  high  pedestrian  traffic,  which  are  not  often  great  locations 
for  true  gardens.  Sometimes  they  are  good  locations  for  expanded  sidewalk  tree  basins  so  the  trees 
have  more  room  and  you  could  do  some  small  plantings  on  the  edges,  but  it  may  be  that  those  are 
not  ideal  locations  for  these  types  of  projects  and  would  not  correspond  with  these  champion  trees 
that  the  Council  is  trying  to  highlight. 
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8.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities. 
(Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  presented  a  staff  report  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  activities  and  reported  on  her 
work  as  follows: 

•  Monthly  meetings  have  begun  with  Chair  Milne  and  the  Mayor's  Director  of  Greening,  Ms.  Astrid 
Haryati,  to  provide  her  with  updates  on  Council  activities  and  concerns  as  well  as  holding 
discussions  on  City  urban  forestry  issues.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  meetings  are  held 
the  first  Tuesday  of  the  month  in  the  afternoon  and  asked  Council  Members  to  provide  their 
suggestions  for  discussion  topics. 

•  Work  with  Supervisor  Alioto-Pier's  office  in  order  to  schedule  the  Council's  most  recent  landmark 
tree  nominations  for  Board  hearing  (the  Monterey  Cypress  and  Manzanita).  The  trees  are 
scheduled  to  be  heard  on  August  7  at  the  City  Operations  and  Neighborhood  Services 
Committee  starting  at  1:00  p.m.  It  was  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  would  be 
hearing  a  new  landmark  tree  nomination  at  their  next  meeting  on  August  12,  which  was 
submitted  by  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  Director,  Jared  Blumenfeld. 

•  A  report  was  made  on  the  success  of  the  landmark  tree  tour  that  was  held  on  Saturday,  July  12 
and  that  requests  were  made  to  hold  a  similar  event  next  year.  Work  has  been  started  on 
providing  a  self-guided  landmark  tree  tour  that  would  correlate  with  online  bios. 

•  Assisted  Member  Hillan  on  the  visible  identification  of  landmark  trees  proposal; 

•  Revising  landmark  tree  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  for  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  who 
has  been  working  on  revising  the  criteria.  Ms.  Fish  had  updated  the  criteria  list  based  on 
Committee  recommendations.  Further  discussion  is  scheduled  for  the  August  12  meeting.  The 
Committee  asked  for  a  report  back  from  legal  counsel  whether  the  Board  of  Supervisors  would 
be  required  to  approve  proposed  changes  to  the  criteria  and  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that 
the  understanding  is  that  revisions  can  be  made  to  the  organization  of  both  the  forms  and 
criteria,  but  that  changes  to  the  criteria  language  or  descriptions  may  need  to  go  through  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  because  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  states  that  the  criteria  is  suggested 
by  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Coordinator  Hui 
reported  that  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  it  could  be  brought  to  her  on  a  case-by- 
case  basis  to  make  a  determination. 

•  Pruning  Guideline  edits  have  been  finalized  and  sent  for  printing — printed  and  online  versions 
would  be  available; 

•  The  Annual  Pruning  Workshop  was  held  approximately  six  weeks  ago;  62  people  attended.  The 
presenter  was  engaging  and  positive  feedback  was  received.  Departments  and  agencies  that 
sent  representatives  said  they  appreciated  the  workshop  and  look  forward  to  the  Council's  help 
in  the  future; 

•  For  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Annual  Report,  surveys  have  been  sent  out  to  all  City 
departments  and  agencies  that  were  on  a  previous  circulation  list.  It  was  reported  that  a  few  of 
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the  departments  and  agencies  have  sent  back  replies  that  they  declined  to  contribute  for  various 
reasons,  and  there  has  not  been  a  response  from  several  other  agencies.  A  reply  or  follow-up 
had  been  sent  by  email  to  departments  and  organizations.  It  was  stated  that  several  agencies 
had  responded,  and  a  list  of  those  were  read.  In  addition,  several  of  the  surveys  that  had  been 
received  indicated  that  they  appreciate  the  educational  opportunities  that  are  offered. 

•  The  Urban  Forest  Plan  initial  kick-off  meeting  with  the  contractor,  stakeholders,  and  the 
contractor's  subcontractors  was  held  and  discussions  were  held  about  scheduling  workshops,  on 
outreach,  and  protocols.  The  team  would  like  to  interact  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  by 
providing  monthly  updates  through  an  agenda  item  to  be  presented  either  by  the  Council 
Coordinator  or  by  Mr.  Andres  Power,  the  Project  Manager.  In-depth  reports  would  be  presented 
once  they  are  available. 

•  The  Better  Streets  Plan  is  now  available  for  review. 

9.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carta  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  August  21,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Planning  and  Funding  Committee  Chair  Short  reported  that  the  July  Committee  meeting  was 
cancelled  in  efforts  to  reduce  the  number  of  meetings  held  as  a  Council.  It  was  reported  that  the 
urban  forest  related  budget  was  approved  as  submitted  by  the  Mayor.  There  were  cuts  made  by  the 
Mayor's  Office  to  the  Department  of  Public  Work's  (DPW)  tree  planting  budget  before  it  was 
submitted  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  The  original  number  of  trees  that  were  submitted  by  DPW  to 
the  Mayor  to  be  planted  as  part  of  the  goal  of  planting  5,000  trees  a  year  (the  goal  that  the  Council 
helped  set)  was  reduced  from  1,450  trees  to  870  trees,  but  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approved 
planting  of  870  trees  without  further  cuts.  The  contribution  to  the  Department  of  the  Environment  for 
the  Council  staff  person  survived  intact  as  well.  It  was  explained  that  there  have  been  statements 
that  there  will  probably  be  mid-year  cuts  so  as  the  budget  gets  formally  approved,  people  will  start 
looking  for  savings  again.  The  figure  heard  was  5%  additional  mid-year  cuts,  but  there  is  no 
indication  where  that  would  come  from  or  what  the  impact  on  DPWs  budget  or  the  Council's  budget 
may  be. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  August  12,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Member  Cohen  requested  a  report  on  the  landmark  tree  status  of  the  Monterey  Cypress,  the 
Manzanita,  and  the  trees  in  front  of  the  Bernal  Heights  Library.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the 
Monterey  Cypress  and  the  Manzanita  are  awaiting  hearing  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  as  she  had 
reported  in  her  staff  report.  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  trees  in  front  of 
the  Bernal  Heights  Library  were  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Member  Cohen  asked  for 
announcements  during  Committee  or  Staff  Report  agenda  items  on  status  of  landmark  tree 
nominations.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment's  Landmark  Tree  website 
could  also  be  consulted  for  landmark  tree  status.  Member  Cohen  also  asked  for  announcements  to 
be  made  much  earlier  before  special  events  are  held  as  she  did  not  receive  an  announcement  of  the 
landmark  tree  tour  on  time  to  actually  attend  the  tour.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  sent  an 
email  announcement  to  Council  members  and  was  planning  to  make  an  announcement  during  her 
staff  report  at  the  June  24  meeting,  but  was  not  able  to  present  a  report. 
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Member  Short  requested  that  a  system  be  put  in  place  so  that  she  can  be  notified  whenever  a  tree  is 
nominated  for  landmark  tree  status  because  the  Director  of  Public  Works  is  required  to  notify  the 
property  owner  as  soon  as  temporary  protection  begins.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  would 
check  her  notification  list  to  make  sure  that  Member  Short  is  on  the  list  as  she  sends  out  email 
notices  for  all  trees  that  are  nominated  by  property  owners  and  Department  heads  after  the  Council 
approves  the  nomination. 

10.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and  Discussion) 

Chair  Milne  reported  on  the  Mayor's  memo  and  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  requesting  an 
annual  report  of  members'  attendance  to  their  appointing  authority,  and  the  criteria  that  three 
absences  per  year  should  be  inquired  into  or  reported.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  he  had  received  an 
attendance  report  today  and  would  be  scheduling  discussion  of  the  Council's  attendance  situation 
and  procedures  at  the  August  26  meeting. 

11.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion). 

Member  Habert  invited  the  Council  to  participate  in  the  Mission  Bay  Parks  Festival  to  celebrate  the 
opening  of  the  newest  Mission  Bay  park  and  sports  courts  to  be  held  on  September  20,  2008  at 
Mission  Creek  Park,  located  west  of  the  4th  Street  Bridge  on  the  north  and  south  sides  of  the  creek. 

12.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

13.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  1 1 :29  a.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each 
agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone 
number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fish@Sfgov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Approved:  August  26,  2008 


.v...--.. 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  July  25,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Explanatory  Document:  July  25,  2008  Draft)  (Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Chair's  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  proposed  legislation  to  change  the 
membership  composition  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008 
Meeting)  Explanatory  Documents:  Chair's  Letter  and  Board  of  Supervisors  Proposed 
Legislation)  (Discussion)  SPEAKERS:  Council  Chair  Milne  and  Deputy  City  Attorney  Alicia 
Cabrera 

4.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Council  will  hold  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  following  tree  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree: 
(Discussion  and  Action)  PRESENTER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 

Lombardy  Poplar  (Populus  nigra)  located  at  501  Octavia,  corner  of  Hayes  Street, 
Assessor's  Block  0807,  Lot  004  (approximate)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms, 
Evaluation  Form,  and  Pictures  501  Octavia  Landmark  Packet,  RL  Arborist  Public  Comment:  MB 
Evaluation  Form  and  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Written  Findings). 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nominations  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will  forward 
approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

5.  Annual  Urban  Forest  Report.  Approval  of  the  2008  Annual  Urban  Forest  Report  for  submittal 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor's  Office.  (Explanatory  Document:  2008  Annual 
Urban  Forest  Report)  (Discussion  and  Action)  SPEAKER:  Council  Coordinator  Hui 

6.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria,  Evaluation  and  Nomination  Forms.  Consider  and 
possibly  vote  to  adopt  Amendments  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Criteria  and  Nomination  and 
Evaluation  Forms  recommended  by  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee.  The  Council  Coordinator 
will  provide  the  Council  with  a  report  regarding  proposed  changes  to  the  landmark  tree  criteria. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Original  Criteria  and  Evaluation  and  Nomination  Forms:  Proposed 
Landmark  Tree  Criteria:  Evaluation  Form  Amended:  Nomination  Form  Amended:  and  Landmark 
Tree  Criteria  Grouping)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  Chair  Member  Boss 

7.  Chair's  Report  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  Members'  Annual  Meeting  Attendance  and 
Requirements.  (Explanatory  Document:  Council  Attendance  Policy  to  Board  of  Supervisors 
and  Mayor)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKER:  Council  Chair  Milne 

8.  Long-Range  Bond-Funded  Urban  Forestry  Maintenance.  Report  on  the  Recreation  and 
Park  Department's  Clean  and  Safe  General  Obligation  Bond.  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008 
Meeting)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

9.  Urban  Forest  Plan  Update.  The  Council  Chair  and  Coordinator  will  report  on  the  progress  of 
the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department's  work  on  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  that  will  be 
incorporated  into  the  City's  General  Plan.  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting) 


(Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKERS:  Council  Chair  Milne  and  Council 
Coordinator  Hui 


10.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal:  Graphic:  Landmark  Tree 
Identification:  Proposed  Amended  Graphic,  and  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees 
Recommendation)  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

11.  Staff  Report.  Staff  wili  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

12.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  September  18,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  September  8,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

13.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion) 

14.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion). 

15.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

16.  Adjournment. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Friday,  September  26,  2008  at 
10:00  a.m.  in  Room  416,  City  Hall. 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction  of  the 
Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may- 
address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the 
public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda.  This  rule 
applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited 
to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place.  San  Francisco,  CA. 
The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations 
Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F 


Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI 
accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness 
Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline 
shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader 
during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at 
(415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity 
or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical  based 
products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call 
the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional  information. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other 
agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before 
the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force 
Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724; 
Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf(5).sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San 
Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity. 
For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at  www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be 
advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell 
phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  upon  request  to  the  Council 
Secretary  at  the  above  address,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org,  or  at  the  Council's  meeting 
agenda  and  minutes  link  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting.  If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been 
distributed  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  after  distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  during  normal  office  hours  or  will  be  made  available  at 
the  meeting  website  link  as  links  to  the  agenda  or  meeting  minutes  (by  item). 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree-free 
paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Council  and  the  public.  .  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  August  21,  2008 


FILE  NO.  080233 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


1  [Urban  Forestry  Council  -  Membership.] 

I2 

3  Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  amending  Section  1202 

4  to  reconstitute  the  membership  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  eleven  five  members. 

5  Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 

6  Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 

Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

8  Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

9 

10  Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 

1 1  Section  1 202,  to  read  as  follows: 

12  SECTION  1202.  COUNCIL  COMPOSITION  AND  ADMINISTRATION. 

13  (a)  Council  members  will  represent  the  full  range  of  urban  forest  stakeholders 

14  including  city  agencies7  non-  profit  organizations,  tree  management  organizations,  and  the 

1 5  business  community  members.  The  Council  shall  be  composed  of  eleven  fifteen  (15)  voting 

16  members^  as  follows: 

1 7  (J)  Five  (5)  municipal  agencies  with  representatives  from: 

18  (a)  Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Worlds; 

19  (b)  General  Manager  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department; 

20  (c)  Director  of  the  Planning  Department; 

21  (d)  Director  of  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency;  and 

22  (c)  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

13  The  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  appoint  seven  eight  (8)  voting  members: 

24  (Al{o)  One  (4)  member  from  an  educational  organization  involved  with  tree 

-5  management  (University  of  California  Cooperative  Extension,  etc.); 
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1  (Ml{b}  Two  members  certified  bv  a  professional  tree  management  organization 

2  One  (1)  ropresentativo  of  tho  troo  management  profession  (International  Society  of 

3  Arboriculture,  American  Society  of  Consulting  Arborists.  or  American  Society  of 

4  Landscape  ArchitectST-eter); 

5  (c)  One  (1)  member  from  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area; 

6  (Q.{d)  Two  (2)  members  of  non-profit  organizations  involved  in  urban  forestry  or 

7  other  environmentally-related  issues;  and 

8  (Dl{e}  Two  members  from  the  community  Three  (3)  mombors  at  Inrao 

9  Ql{$)  The  Mayor  shall  appoint  two  (2)  voting  members: 

10  £A!(a)  One  (4)  member  from  the  tree  care  industry  with  a  troo  managomont 

professional  affiliation;  and 

(B)  (b)  One  {4)  member  at  large. 
(3)  The  following  departments  shall  have  voting  members: 

(A)  The  Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  or  his  or  her  designee:  and 

(B)  The  Director  of  the  Planning  Department  or  his  or  her  designee. 

(b)  The  Council  shall  have  advisory  members  comprised  of  representatives  from  the 
following  departments: 

(1)  The  Recreation  and  Park  Department:  and 

(2)  The  Public  Utilities  Commission- 
In  addition,  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency  and  the  Golden  Gate  National 

Recreation  Area  are  invited  to  send  representatives  to  sit  as  advisory  members  of  the  Council. 

(c)  Council  members  shall  serve  for  two  years.  Members  can  serve  successive  terms  if 
reappointed  by  the  body  originally  appointing  the  Council  member.  Council  members  serve  at 
the  will  of  the  body  that  appoints  each  Council  member  as  specified  above.  The  body  that 
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1  appoints  Council  members  also  may  appoint  at-large  members  to  serve  any  unfilled  Council 

2  positions. 

3  Ml  (^)  The  Council  shall  meet  at  least  once  each  month. 

4  The  Council  shall  establish  its  own  operating  procedures,  which,  at  a  minimum, 

5  shall  meet  the  public  notice,  meeting,  voting,  agenda  and  other  procedural  requirements  set 

6  forth  in  local  law. 

7  (e)  Subcommittees  shall  be  created  to  adequately  address  other  special  areas  of 

8  concern  on  an  as  needed  basis. 

9  £gj  (f)  The  Department  of  the  Environment,  with  adequate  funding  to  assist  the  Council 

10  in  carrying  out  its  mission,  shall  provide  professional  and  administrative  staff  to  the  Council. 

11  ££Q  (§)  All  members  of  the  Council  shall  serve  without  compensation. 
12 

1 3  Section  2.  At  1 2:00  noon  on  the  30th  day  following  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance, 

14  the  tenures  of  the  persons  currently  holding  seats  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  expire. 

1 5  The  eleven  persons  appointed  as  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  provided  in  this 

16  Section  shall  assume  office  at  12:00  noon  on  the  30th  day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 

1 7  ordinance;  provided  that  if  any  appointing  authority  has  not  made  a  new  appointment  by  such 

1 8  date,  the  sitting  member  shall  continue  to  serve  for  sixty  days.  The  two-year  terms  of  those 

1 9  members  appointed  pursuant  to  subsections  (a)(1 ),  (a)(2),  and  (a)(3)  shall  commence  on  that 

20  date. 
21 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

22  DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

23 

By:   

24  ALICIA  CABRERA 


25 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Laffidleirwfe  Trsa  ^@mosiati©Bi  F@™ 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this.form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a  landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

"    An  authorized  nominator  is  a  Supervisor,  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency,  Planning 
Commissioner,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member,  or  property  owner. 

■  The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree.  * 

■  The  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a  tree. 

■  A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■  A  member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a  tree. 

I  am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators  , 

□  Property  owner 

U  Board  of  Supervisor  member 

E3  Head  of  a  city  department  or  agency 

□  Planning  Commission  member 

□  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 


Property  owner: 


Name 

Name  1 

MM 

-a  \  .\  cl 

Address  .  ^. 

S\  c 

Address  « 

S  ■ 

/ 

f   C  ft  "Knoa 

Address    „  s... 

Address 

< 

f>\c  d>"  It.')  U  ■ ) 

Phone  (day)  ^ 

'56 1 

Phone  (day) 

Fax# 

Fax  # 

Email 

Email ' 

2 


Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination 
(if  applicable): 

Name  , 


\  n  v  i  h 


Address,,/  .  ,  .  ,,v. 

O  I        Vwn  Put* 


Address       r  .  .. 


Phone  (day)  } 


Fax# 


Email 

I  am  an  authorized  nominator  and  I  support  this  nomination. 

\^\^w>  n^/W^  v  Signature 

s---.-^   /  /  /  JOY>  Date 

I  am  the  property  owner  and  I  grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on  the 
property  with  advance  notice. 

 Signature 

  Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  I  Ah\^ 
Number  of  trees:  t;k)t.  


Street  address:  ?)Ol    €X"Api\)\9i  Si  -  Com  gT2.pl  ft  flUff^ 

 1  

Location  of  Tree:         □  Front  yard    □  Rear  yard    □  Side  yard     □  Corner-side  yard 

CEfPublic  right-of-way  □  Public  lands  □  Not  sure 
□  Other:  

GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):  

Height  60 '  feet 

Average  canopy  width1        ;£f)  feet 

Circumference  at  chest  level2  l&if  inches 

Circumference  at  ground  level3  BH  inches 

1  Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2  Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  http://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritaQe.aspx 

3  Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree.  If  you 
need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

/ 


Updated  on  June  27,  2007 


3 


Rarity:   Rare   Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:  Weil,  v v..   jA  "jkjL  ■<■  Unv.v-Hi   


Size:     </  Large   Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Comment:  L^lma^jA  -Uu     \<&\-V  tC\  "ikj?  t'i-e  ».C,V%\-;t  »Avw:gv  .  

o 


Aae:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:   VV?a\W&.   mHv^     WWtk...  WiC  


Historical  Association:  \S ■  Yes   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  1">oe.idtA  ^rht. ;  .CtLiLftvarVitSr^       Vc  ,  bu.iAu 

SogQi\lelL>  "-ffiftfr"  <&uaj£a.  f^coa^s  -\W  unki  cVtew^rv>  t?tt.c.<n i e ( 1  * < ts. 

Ethnic  appreciation:  |_jXVes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  fe^  Cmsm-\cO\\  -JWL\Qjry5  ■<  ftxiuC.ft^  rVnteMm\\5 

Neighborhood  appreciation :   Yes         \/  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:        Yes   No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:! \t  6  yi.Ajfe/S  ^io\tcW'f\   \v  ,>  :  v  UOw.  A.j  "  >  'oWvC^;  V\   >  kjB 


/ 


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  >/  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  
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High  traffic  area:       */_  Yes   No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe:  \yoi$  \  '"A.,'~  Ci-  *  tv.    \  <>    <'  -  '■■■(  * 


Low  tree  density:   Low  /  Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  uv.  Vyu^.   k^a>U.|  <yAftuWjU  -Wcc: ■? "Hvi;  6uJay-£.j£X>  h$.v*£ 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:        y_  Yes   No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe:  'ick  ->•  K,  t><\  &C  .MwQ  MC  c»*-  q,  *4  Cfrg-jioSL  CfcX^SCiX*<L-  -M  iY\ccu 

Accessible  from  public  riaht-of-wav:  r  Yes   No 

High  visibility. 

Describe:    m  <\\  V-U  \/ .  SxfrJo  


Important  wildlife  habitat:  /.  Yes   No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (ojbjeryed-  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes  x  '  No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:  \^uA  <w.       u \ r\Q..          "Vkia    v,ot  \\  VVLtU    Q-\  '\  uw:ix.Ac"\ 


Erosion  control:   Yes  __j/_No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:     


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  ■/  Yes   No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe: '        Hi;   '.  S  il.  m(*.*~\£<k-  Af  <  .Hi'.fl..'*-  n\  MCn^k.  n's  V)bhm  *  V*  i\  Won 
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Prominent  landscape  feature:  v  Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  WUa-As^-  *  t    3     OV&z: ••■X\  Uvff  t> ' "UvXLtt.  ■>  I  ■ 

Character-defining  form:      %/  Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  0Vo€_         H'Wff    Xg^a.k.kS^"    h"\   * ~\  *««s  "-iP-^C  v  g \A       n  \     i  "V» 


Tree  condition:  Good   Poor.   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe:  AX.  3c£ft>&  %  <r\  AgccuvV  coKforUfrn  a^her^*^  c\  3 
Additional  comments  Vft4V*ft^Y*<pjtf**  ■ 


t\r\  "¥,vx s  invejs.  \tn^  T?\y&,uL  &ro>M:a~Jii.h  .  .\  Yk>.  Lit 

tVyx:!""   W>£»*tf><N  *t€5    AlsjrS  -VKtfjfc  oJ/'&sC) 

If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form.  1 

A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 

Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Mei  Ling  Hui,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  meiling.hui@sfgov.org 

Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a  "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information  relating  ;o  the  conduct  of  the 
public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local  agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics." 
Govt.  Code  §  6252(e).  The  Sunshine  Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the 
Public  Records  Act.  Admin  Code  §  67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this  document  is  a  public 
record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8.16, 67.7  (b),  and  67.21(a). 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Evaluator's  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  7/3/08 
Scientific  name:  Populus  nigra 
Common  name:  Lombardy  Poplar 
Street  address:  501  Octavia  Street 
Cross  streets:  Hayes 

Rare:   Rare  /  Uncommon   Common   Other 

Comment:  The  species  isn't  unheard  of  in  the  City  and  yet  is  not  in  every  neighborhood.  It  is  also  not 
a  common  a  street  tree. 

Size:      /    Large   Medium   Small 

Comment:  approx  19.5"DBH,  21 '  canopy  spread,  40'  tall.  It  is  the  tallest  street  tree  on  the  block  where 
it's  growing. 

Age:     /   Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Comment: 

Historical  Association:   Yes   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes  /  None  apparent 

Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes  /  None  apparent 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:       /Yes   No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  This  tree  contributes  in  that  it  is  a  mature  tree,  of  the  same  height  as  the 
building  it  grows  alongside  and  is  one  of  the  species  which  is  planted  in  the  center  median  of  the 
Octavia  Street  on-ramp. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  /  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 

High  traffic  area:        /Yes   No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe:  Tree  is  a  public-right-of-way  tree,  located  on  Octavia  street  at  the  corner  of  Hayes.  The  area 
is  a  busy  shopping  corridor  with  mixed  used  retail  and  residential  buildings.  There  is  heavy  pedestrian 
traffic  associated  with  local  residents  who  live  in  the  area  and  with  shopping  and  dining  traffic.  There 
is  also  moderate  to  heavy  vehicle  traffic  on  Hayes  and  a  block  away  with  the  Octavia  Street  on-ramp. 
The  park  associated  with  the  Octavia  Street  on-ramp's  north  border  is  on  Hayes  at  Octavia,  and  is 
within  several  feet  of  the  tree  location.  There  is  also  an  easement  for  the  cafe  in  the  building  that  the 
tree  is  adjacent  too,  which  extends  alongside  the  tree  location.  Outdoor  diners  at  this  cafe  are  partially 
shaded  by  the  tree. 

Low  tree  density:   Low         /^Moderate  •   High 

Does  the  tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  There  are  street  trees  and  a  neighboring  park. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:   Yes  /No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe:  Tree  is  located  in  the  sidewalk  alongside  a  single  building. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:    /Yes   No 

High  visibility. 

Describe:  See  description  regarding  "High  Traffic  Area." 
Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes  /No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 
Describe:  None  apparent  to  me  and  none  that  I  know  of  to  associated  with  this  tree. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes  /No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:  Sidewalk  tree 

Erosion  control:   Yes  /No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  Sidewalk  tree,  no  soil  to  prevent  erosion  of. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes  /No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe:  I  cannot  quantify  this  answer.  The  tree  may  do  so  but  its  not  possible  for  me  to  tell  how 
much  it  mitigates  or  how  it  does  so. 


Urban  Forestry  Council  3 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  /Yes  No 
A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  It's  the  tallest  tree. 

Character-defining  form:   Yes  /No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  The  tree  was  topped  at  some  point,  potential  more  than  once,  and  has  grown  in  new  sprouts 
which  are  now  roughly  1"  to  3"  in  diameter.  It  appears  to  have  two  or  more  major  trunks  from  which 
these  sprouts  are  growing.  The  tree  has  many  water-sprouts  growing  up  along  the  trunk  and  at  the 
point  where  it  was  topped,  roughly  halfway  up  the  total  current  height  of  this  tree.  The  dense  sprouting 
makes  it  difficult  to  discern  the  tree's  branching  structure. 

Tree  condition:   Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe: 

1-  The  leaves  appear,  overall,  to  be  a  healthy  green  and  are  abundant.  A  few  areas  of  browning  on  a 
few  of  the  leaves  may  be  explained  by  the  major  fire  event  at  the  building  that  took  place  within  the 
last  year  -  heat  from  the  fire  and  licking  flames  may  have  caused  these  browned  spots. 

2-  The  majority  of  the  upper  canopy  of  the  tree  may  be  made  of  only  water-sprouts  which  grew  in 
reaction  to  the  over  pruning/topping  of  this  tree.  I  can't  tell  if  a  main  trunk(s)  still  exists.  From  the 
ground  it  looks  as  if  there  may  be  one  or  two,  from  the  third  floor  of  the  building  I  couldn't  discern  a 
leader. 

3-  A  planter  box  was  built  around  the  base  of  the  tree  after  the  tree  was  established  and  mature.  This 
box  is  roughly  12"  tall  and  covers  the  entire  sidewalk  basin  cut  and  the  root  crown  of  the  tree.  This 
planter  box  is  not  a  "doughnut  box"  and  allows  soil  to  be  in  contact  with  the  trunk  of  the  tree.  The  soil 
in  the  planter  box  is  moist  and  appears  to  be  regularly  watered  for  the  plants  in  the  box.  If  rot  has  not 
set  it,  it  will  likely  do  so  in  the  near  future.  The  box  should  be  removed  or  repaired  to  meet  City 
guidelines  for  planter  boxes  around  trees. 

4-  There  is  a  wound  at  the  base  of  the  tree  on  the  street  side.  This  wound  is  roughly  2'xl  .5'  and  is 
partially  buried  by  the  soil  in  the  planter  box.  The  wound  may  be  larger  and  extend  to  the  base  of  the 
trunk,  though  the  base  of  the  trunk  is  not  visible.  There  appears  to  be  areas  of  rot  in  this  wound,  which 
may  already  or  will  eventually  be  exacerbated  by  the  conditions  created  with  the  planter  box. 

The  canopy  of  the  tree  has  great  vitality.  I  would  not  say  this  is  a  structurally  sound  tree,  though  I  can't 
say  if  it's  in  danger  of  imminent  failure  either. 

Additional  comments 

The  sidewalk  where  the  tree  is  planted  is  15'  wide.  There  is  a  roughly  3'  of  space  between  the  tree  and 
the  street.  The  tree  is  planted  19'  from  the  property  line  on  the  approach  side  of  the  street-  replanting 
may  not  be  allowed  in  this  location. 
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From:  Roy  C.  Leggitt,  III 

Sent:  Wednesday,  August  13,  2008  6:12  PM 

To:  Mike  Boss 

Subject:  Re:  Poplar  501  Octavia  nomination  form. PDF 
Hi  Mike, 

Here  are  my  notes  on  the  Landmark  nomination  for  the  Lombardy  Poplar  tree  at  501  Octavia: 

Height:  40  to  45  feet 

Circumference  at  chest  level:  66  inches 

Circumference  at  ground  level:  not  available  (obscured  by  a  dirt  filled  planter  box) 
Rarity:  Common 
Size:  Medium 

Age:  Medium  (not  significantly  advanced) 

Historical  Association:  None  Apparent  (the  description  is  not  applicable) 
Ethnic  Appreciation:  None  Apparent  (the  description  is  not  applicable) 
Neighborhood  Appreciation:  None  Apparent 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  No.  There  are  many  similar  age  and  fairly  large 
trees  in  this  immediate  area,  including  many  Ficus  microcarpa  nitida  going  north  on  Octavia, 
and  Corymbia  ficifolia  going  west  on  Hayes. 
Profiled:  Unknown 
High  Traffic  Area:  Yes 

Low  tree  density:  High  (relative  to  almost  any  other  area  of  San  Francisco,  not  to  say  that  a 
few  possible  street  tree  locations  are  as  yet  unplanted) 
Accessible:  Yes 

Important  to  wildlife:  Probably  yes,  as  an  observation  by  applicant 

Interdependent  group:  No 

Erosion:  No 

Wind  or  sound:  Yes 

Prominent:  Yes 

Character-defining  form:  Yes.  In  fact,  a  nice  example  of  this  species  that  has  not  been  mis- 
maintained  through  topping. 

Tree  condition:  Good  foliage  health.  Approximately  15  percent  of  the  base  of  the  tree  has 
been  girdled  by  crown  gall  (Agrobacterium  tumefaciens),  a  widespread  disease  that  is  normally 
fairly  well  tolerated  by  a  tree,  but  may  be  associated  with  decay  due  to  the  coupling  of  these 
dead  areas  with  fill  soil.  If  the  tree  is  still  sound,  the  planter  box  and  fill  soil  must  be  removed 
to  keep  the  tree  from  becoming  hazardous.  Although  this  is  a  fairly  healthy  example  of  this 
species,  it  is  often  avoided  in  species  selection  because  of  a  relatively  short  lifespan,  a 
susceptibility  to  heart  rot  decay  and  weediness  from  root  suckering.  Should  sidewalk  damage 
occur,  this  species  is  not  particularly  good  at  tolerating  root  cutting  for  sidewalk  repairs. 

Regards, 
Roy 

Tree  Management  Experts 
Consulting  Arborists 
CCL  No.  885953 

Roy  C.  Leggitt,  III 
Certified  Arborist  WE-0564A 
3109  Sacramento  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94115 

Work  (415)  921-3610 
Cell  (415)  606-3610 
FAX  (415)  921-7711 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Evaluator's  name:  Mike  Boss  

Date  of  evaluation:      Aug  5,  2008  

Scientific  name:  Populus  nigra  'Italica'  

Common  name:  Lombardv  Poplar  

Street  address:  501  Octavia  

Cross  streets:  Haves  

Rare:   Rare  X    Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment: 


Size:   Large-        X     Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment: 


Age:   Significantly  advanced   X  Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:  30years?  

Historical  Association:   Yes   X  None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Ethnic  appreciation: 


Yes   X  None  apparent 


Urban  Forestry  Council  2 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes   X  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:         X    Yes   No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  Helps  define  character  of  intersection  and  cafe 

area  

Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  X  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  


High  traffic  area:  X    Yes   No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe: 


Low  tree  density:   Low  X    Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 


Extends  between  multiple  properties:   Yes   X  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
Describe: 


Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:   X  Yes   No 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

High  visibility. 
Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes  ?  No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes  X  No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe: 


Erosion  control:   Yes  X  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes  X  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe:   


Prominent  landscape  feature:     X    Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  The  tree  is  visually 

notable  

Character-defining  form:   X  Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe: 


Tree  condition:   Good   X  Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 
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Describe:  Canker  at  lower  trunk,  sucker  sprouts,  planter  box  with  soil  above  root 

crown  

Additional  comments 

While  a  lovely  tree  in  an  urban  setting,  the  tree  is  neither  particularly  large,  old,  rare,  nor  does  it  have 
any  significant  attributes  which  would  warrant  landmark  status.  The  tree  is  already  protected  by  virtue 
of  being  a  street  tree.  


Report  of  Findings  for  the  Lombardy  Poplar  at  501  Octavia  Blvd 


The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  met  on  Aug  12,  2008  and 
considered  the  nomination  for  Landmark  Status  of  the  Lombardy  Poplar,  Populus  nigra 
'Italica '  at  501  Octavia  Blvd.  The  tree  was  located  in  a  typical  street  tree  location. 

The  committee  voted  unanimously  not  to  recommend  landmark  status  for  this  tree. 

The  vote  was  3-0.  The  only  testimony  in  favor  of  landmark  status  came  from  a  neighbor 
who  initiated  the  nomination  process  in  order  to  protect  the  tree  from  reported  abuse  and 
neglect,  and  spoke  for  the  sponsor  of  the  tree.  While  the  nomination  form  and  the 
speaker  referenced  many  claims  in  favor  of  landmark  status  including:  rarity,  size,  age, 
historical  association,  ethnic  appreciation,  adding  to  the  appreciation  of  the 
neighborhood,  important  wildlife  habitat,  wind  or  sound  barrier,  prominent  landscape 
feature,  tree  condition,  the  committee  found  that  many  of  these  claims  were  not 
substantiated  or  did  not  apply  to  the  tree.  For  example,  claims  of  historic  association  and 
ethnic  appreciation  referenced  the  general  area  at  a  time  before  the  tree  was  planted. 

The  Committee  found  that  the  tree  did  not  meet  enough  standards  that  would  merit 
Landmark  Tree  Status.  Of  note: 

•  The  tree,  while  being  one  of  the  larger  trees  in  the  neighborhood,  is  at  best 
medium-sized  for  the  species,  and  is  not  particularly  advanced  in  years. 

•  The  tree  is  not  a  species  well-suited  to  sidewalk  plantings,  which  may  explain  its 
uncommonness  as  a  street  tree.  Notably,  many  trees  of  this  species  have  recently 
been  planted  as  median  trees  on  Octavia  Blvd. 

•  The  tree  had  no  demonstrated  historical  association,  ethnic  appreciation  or 
neighborhood  appreciation  (except  for  the  speaker) 

•  While  the  tree  had  other  positive  characteristics  (helped  to  define  local 
environment,  had  some  wildlife  value,  was  a  prominent  landscape  feature,  etc.) 
individually  or  in  sum  these  did  not  amount  to  distinction  as  a  Landmark  Tree. 

The  committee  appreciated  the  concern  that  the  presenter  had  for  the  tree  but  noted  that 
the  tree  already  enjoyed  protected  status  as  a  Street  Tree.  The  Committee  also  noted  that 
the  planter  box  at  the  base  of  the  tree  was  likely  detrimental  to  the  health  of  the  tree  and 
possibly  a  code  violation  and  would  support  efforts  to  have  this  box  removed. 

Respectfully  submitted, 
Mike  Boss 

Chair,  Landmark  Tree  Committee  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  has 
developed  these  criteria  for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within 
its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the  same  community  importance  that  a 
street  or  park  tree  would. 

Rare:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  (known  or  estimated). 

Historical  association:  Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Ethnic  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor 
gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic.  . 

Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  video  media  coverage. 

High  traffic  area:  High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  High  visibility. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential). 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Character  defining  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Tree  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Evaluator's  name:  

Date  of  evaluation:  

Scientific  name:  

Common  name:  

Street  address:  

Cross  streets:  


Rare:         Rare  Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment: 


Size:   Large   Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  .  .   


Age:   Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment: 


Historical  Association:   Yes   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  
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Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   Yes   No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution: 


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes   Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  


High  traffic  area:   Yes   No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe: 


Low  tree  density:   Low   Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 


Extends  between  multiple  properties:   Yes 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
Describe: 


No 
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Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:   Yes   No 

High  visibility. 
Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes   No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes   No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe: 


Erosion  control:   Yes   No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes   No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe:   


Prominent  landscape  feature:   Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  


Character-defining  form:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Tree  condition:   Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe: 


Additional  comments 


SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a  landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

An  authorized  nominator  is  a  Supervisor,  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency,  Planning 
Commissioner,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member,  or  property  owner. 
The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree. 
The  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a  tree. 

A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 
A  member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a  tree. 

I  am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 
D       Property  owner 

□  Board  of  Supervisor  member 

D       Head  of  a  city  department  or  agency 

□  Planning  Commission  member 

□  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 

Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 

Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning  Property  owner: 

Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 


Name  Name 


Address  Address 


Address  Address 


Phone  (day)  Phone  (day) 

Fax  #  Fax  # 


Email 


Email 
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Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination 
(if  applicable): 


Name 
Address 
Address 
Phone  (day) 
Fax  # 
Email 

I  am  an  authorized  nominator  and  I  support  this  nomination. 

 Signature 

 Date 

I  am  the  property  owner  and  I  grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on 
the  property  with  advance  notice. 

 Signature 

 Date 

TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):   

Number  of  trees:  

Street  address:   

Location  of  Tree:         □  Front  yard    □  Rear  yard    □  Side  yard     □  Corner-side  yard 

□  Public  right-of-way   D  Public  lands  □  Not  sure 

□  Other:  

GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):   

Height   feet 

Average  canopy  width1   feet 

Circumference  at  chest  level2   inches 

Circumference  at  ground  level3   inches 

1  Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2  Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  http://www.isa-arbor.com/Dublications/tree-ord/heritage.aspx 

3  Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree.  If  you 
need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 
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Raritv:  Rare   Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:  


Size:   Large   Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:  


Historical  Association:   Yes   [  None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  .  


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   Yes   No 


Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution:  


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes   Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  _   


Updated  June  2007 


High  traffic  area:   Yes   No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe:  


Low  tree  density:   Low   Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  


Extends  between  multiple  properties:   Yes   No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe:  ,  


Accessible  from  public  riqht-of-wav:   Yes   No 

High  visibility. 

Describe:  


Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes   No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes   No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:  


Erosion  control :   Yes   No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  


Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes   No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe:  
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Prominent  landscape  feature:   Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  


Character-defining  form:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  


Tree  condition:   Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe:  


Additional  comments 


If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form. 

A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 

Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Mei  Ling  Hui,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  meiling.hui@sfgov.org 

Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a  "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information  relating  to  the  conduct  of  the 
public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local  agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics." 
Govt.  Code  §  6252(e).  The  Sunshine  Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the 
Public  Records  Act.  Admin  Code  §  67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this  document  is  a  public 
record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8.16,  67.7  (b),  and  67.21(a). 


Application  received  date 

Received  by 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Sunervisors  Decision 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Title  recorded  date 

Updated  June  2007 


Landmark  Tree  Criteria 

Landmark  Tree  criteria  will  be  examined  in  five  major  sections. 

1 .  Rarity:  Examines  the  rarity  of  the  specific  tree  in  San  Francisco 

a)    Rarity:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco 

2.  Physical:  Examines  the  physical  aspects  of  the  tree 

a)  Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco 

b)  Age:  Significantly  advanced  in  age  for  the  species 

c)  Distinguished  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a  majestic  quality,  or  otherwise  unique 
structure 

d)  Tree  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

3.  Environmental:  Examines  the  ecological  and  locational  aspects  of  the  tree 

a)  Important  wildlife  habitat:  This  species  has  a  known  relationship  with  a  particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it 
provides  food,  shelter,  or  nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals 

b)  Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  is  an  integral  member  of  a  group  of  trees,  and  removing  it  may  have  an 
adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees 

c)  Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion 

d)  Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 

e)  High  traffic  area:  Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a  high  volume  of  vehicular,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a 
potential  traffic  calming  effect 

f)  Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees 

g)  Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way.  High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property 

h)  Prominent  landscape  feature:  A  striking,  and  outstanding  natural  feature 

4.  Historical:  Examines  the  history  of  the  specific  tree  as  well  as  the  value  of  the  specific  tree  and  the  species  to 
historical  groups 

a)  Historical  Association:  Related  to  a  historic  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

b)  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video,  media,  etc. 

5.  Cultural:  Examines  the  sociological  value  of  the  tree  to  the  current  population  of  the  neighborhood  and  City 

a)  Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  neighbors  appreciate  tree  as  shown  by  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support, 
petitions,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

b)  Cultural  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  cultural,  ethnic  or  religious  groups  in  the  city 

c)  Tree  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:  Tree  contributes  significantly  to  or  represents  neighborhood  aesthetic 

d)  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video,  media,  etc. 

e)  Prominent  landscape  feature:  A  striking,  and  outstanding  natural  feature 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  8 10,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluator's  name: 
Date  of  evaluation: 

Scientific  name:  

Common  name:  

Street  address:  

Cross  streets:  


Rarity   Yes   Partially   No 

Rarity:  Rare  Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment:   


Physical   Yes   Partially   No 

Size:   Large   Medium   Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment:   


Age:  Yes   No 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 
Comment:   


Distinguished  form:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a  majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 
Describe:   
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Tree  condition:   Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 
Describe: 


Historical   Yes   Partially   No 

Historical  Association:   Yes   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes   Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  


Environmental   Yes   Partially   No 

Prominent  landscape  feature:   Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  


Low  tree  density:   Low   Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes   No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a  group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 

adjacent  trees. 

Describe: 


Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:   Yes   No 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property. 

Describe: 
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Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

High  traffic  area:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a  high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a 

potential  traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes   No 

Species  has  a  known  relationship  with  a  particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 


Erosion  control:   Yes   No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes   No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 


Cultural   Yes   Partially   No 

Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  


Cultural  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural,  ethnic,  or  religious  groups  in  the  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:   Yes   No 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution:   


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes   Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
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Describe  coverage:  


Prominent  landscape  feature:   Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  


Additional  comments 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 

Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a  landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 

Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

■  The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  and  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board  may  nominate  a  tree. 

■  The  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a  tree. 

■  A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■  A  member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a  tree. 

Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


I  am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 
O       Property  owner 

□  Board  of  Supervisor  member 

□  Head  of  a  city  department  or  agency 

□  Planning  Commission  member 

□  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 


Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination 
(if  applicable): 


Name 
Address 
Address 
Phone  (day) 
Fax  # 
Email 

I  am  an  authorized  nominator  and  I  support 
this  nomination. 


Name 


Address 


Address 


Phone  (day) 


Fax  # 


Email 

I  am  the  property  owner  and  I  grant 
permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the 
nominated  tree  on  the  property  with  advance 
notice. 


re 


Signature  Signatu 


Date  Date 
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The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark 
tree.  If  you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  •  

Number  of  trees:  

Street  address:   


Location  Of  Tree:      □  Front  yard    □  Rear  yard    □  Side  yard     Q  Corner-side  yard 

□  Public  right-of-way   □  Public  lands  D  Not  sure 

□  Other:  


If  the  tree  which  extends  beyond  multiple  properties: 

Which  part  of  the  tree  does  so? 

□  Trunk         O  Canopy 
Where  in  the  neighboring  area? 

□  Front  yard    □  Rear  yard    D  Side  yard     □  Corner-side  yard 
GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):   


Height   feet 

Average  canopy  width   feet 

Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

Circumference  at  chest  level   inches 

Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground,  http://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritaqe.aspx 

Circumference  at  ground  level   inches 

Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 
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Rarity 

Rarity:  Rare   Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment:    


Physical 

Size:   Large   Medium   Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment:  


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 
Comment:  


Distinguished  form:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a  majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 
Describe:  


Tree  condition:   Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe:  ;   


Historical 

Historical  Association:   Yes   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes   Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  
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Environmental 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  


Low  tree  density:   Low   Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  


Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes         ;  No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a  group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
adjacent  trees. 

Describe:  


Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:   Yes   No 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property. 

Describe:  


High  traffic  area:   Yes   No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a  high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a  potential 
traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe:  


Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes   No 

Species  has  a  known  relationship  with  a  particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 


Erosion  control:   Yes   No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  


Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes   No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe:  
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Cultural 

Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 

related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  


Cultural  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural,  ethnic,  or  religious  groups  in  the  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation: .  


Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:   Yes   No 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution:  •  


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes   Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  ...   


Prominent  landscape  feature:   Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  


Additional  comments 
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If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form. 

A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 

Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Mei  Ling  Hui,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  meiling.hui@sfgov.org 

Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a  "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information  relating  to  the  conduct  of  the 
public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local  agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics." 
Govt.  Code  §  6252(e).  The  Sunshine  Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the 
Public  Records  Act.  Admin  Code  §  67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this  document  is  a  public 
record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8.16,  67.7  (b),  and  67.21(a). 


Application  received  date   

Tree  evaluation  form 

Board  of  Supervisors  Decision 

Landmark  Tree  #   


Received  by 


UFC  recommendation  date 


Title  recorded  date 
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Landmark  Tree  Criteria  Discussion 


5  Major  Sections: 

1.  Rarity 

Examines  the  rarity  of  the  specific  tree  in  San  Francisco 

2.  Physical 

Examines  the  physical  aspects  of  the  tree 

3.  Environmental 

Examines  the  ecological  and  locational  aspects  of  the  tree 

4.  Historical 

Examines  the  history  of  the  specific  tree  as  well  as  the  value  of  the  specific  tree  and  the  species  to  historical 
groups 

5.  Cultural 

Examines  the  sociological  value  of  the  tree  to  the  current  population  of  the  neighborhood  and  City 


1.  Rarity 

2.  Physical: 


a)  Size 

b)  Age 

c)  Character  defining  form 

d)  Condition 


3.  Environmental: 


a)  Wildlife  habitat 

b)  Interdependent  group  of  trees 

c)  Erosion  control 

d)  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

e)  High  traffic  area 

f)  Low  Tree  density 

g)  Accessible  from  public  right  of  way 

h)  Prominent  landscape  feature 


4.  Historical: 


a)  Historical  association 

b)  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 


5.  Cultural: 


a)  Neighborhood  appreciation 

b)  Ethnic  appreciation 

c)  Planting  defines  neighborhood  character 

d)  Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media 

e)  Prominent  landscape  feature 
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SF  Environ  men  t 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 

December  12,  2006 


Honorable  Board  of  Supervisors 

Attn:  Gloria  L.  Young,  Clerk  of  the  Board 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

■ 

RE:  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Attendance  Policy 
Dear  Ms.  Young  and  Honorable  Board  of  Supervisors: 

Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  502-06  requires  that  every  appointive  board,  commission,  or 
advisory  body  of  any  kind  established  by  the  Charter  or  by  legislative  act  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  submit  a  copy  of  its  internal  policy  regarding  members'  attendance  to  the  Board  no 
later  than  December  1,  2006.  Please  be  advised  that  on  November  1,  2006,  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  submitted  a  tentative  policy  based  on  the  December  1,  2006  due  date  for  submission. 
Since  that  time,  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  has  published  a  sample  policy  and  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  at  its  December  8,  2006  meeting  voted  to  adopt  the  recommendations  in  that  policy 
attached  herewith. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  Monica  Fish,  Commission  Secretary  at  41 5-355-3709 
or  by  email  at  Monica.Fish@sfgov.org. 

Sincerely, 

Monica  Fish 
Commission  Secretary 

Attachment:  Attendance  Policy 

November  1,  2006  Letter  (Corrected) 

Cc:  Jared  Blumenfeld,  Director 
David  Assmann,  Deputy  Director 
Alicia  Cabrera,  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Members 
Grace  Ma  Urban  Forestrv  Soecialist 


J 


-Department -of  the  Environment.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco.  CA  94102 

Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  •  Fax:  (41  5}  554-6393 

Email:  environment@sf90v.org  *  www.sfenvironment.com  


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 
ATTENDANCE  POLICY 


Bylaws 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Bylaws  (September  22,  2006),  Article  III,  Section  5  states  the 
following  in  reference  to  attendance  requirements: 

Section  5:  Excused  Absences 

If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused 
absence.  If  the  Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note 
that  the  absence  is  unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  is 
critical  to  the  Council's  ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three 
(3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council  or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year, 
whether  those  absences  are  excused  or  unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the 
Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority  to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a 
replacement  member. 

Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 

Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent  from  the  State  of  California  for  an 
extended  period  shall  notify  the  Chair  of  the  Council. 

Purpose 

The  following  policy  is  designed  to  establish  minimum  attendance  standards  for  appointed 
members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  its  Committees.  In  the  event  of  any  conflict 
between  any  provision  of  this  policy  and  any  provision  of  a  City  ordinance  or  other  applicable 
law  (collectively,  "Laws")  governing  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  that  establish  more  stringent 
attendance  requirements  for  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the  conflicting  provision  of 
such  Laws  shall  govern. 

Attendance  Requirements 

Except  in  the  event  of  a  notified  absence  (defined  below),  each  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  is  expected  to  attend  each  regular  or  special  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  secretary  or  clerk  ("Secretary")  shall  maintain  a  record  of  members' 
attendance. 


SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


December  12,  2006 


Honorable  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 
City  Hall,  Room  200 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  C A  94102 

RE:  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Attendance  Policy 

> 

Dear  Honorable  Mayor: 

In  response  to  your  September  18,  2006  and  October  30,  2006  requests  that  all  City  Boards  and 
Commissions  set  baseline  standards  for  Commissioner/Board  Members  attendance  at  regular 
meetings,  submitted  herewith  is  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  attendance  policy  that  was  adopted 
at  their  December  8,  2006  meeting.  A  copy  of  this  policy  has  been  sent  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  the  Council's  appointing  authority. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  Monica  Fish,  Commission  Secretary  at  415-355-3709 
or  by  email  at  Monica.Fish@sfaov.org. 

Sincerely, 

Monica  Fish 
Commission  Secretary 

Cc:  Jared  Blumenfeld,  Director 

David  Assmann,  Deputy  Director 
Alicia  Cabrera,  Deputy  City  Attorney 
•  Miguel  Bustos,  Mayor's  Office 
Urban  Forestry  Council  Members 
Grace  Ma.  Urban  Forestry  Specialist 


)artment  of  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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Bylaws 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Bylaws  (September  22,  2006),  Article  III,  Section  5  states  the 
following  in  reference  to  attendance  requirements: 

Section  5:  Excused  Absences 

If  a  Council  member  provides  prior  notification  of  absence  from  Council  and  Committee 
meetings  to  the  Chair  of  the  Council,  then  such  absence  is  considered  an  excused 
absence.  If  the  Chair  or  Council  staff  receives  no  prior  notice,  then  the  minutes  shall  note 
that  the  absence  is  unexcused.  Regular  attendance  at  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  is 
critical  to  the  Council's  ongoing  success.  If  a  Council  Member  misses  more  than  three 
(3)  meetings  of  the  full  Council  or  three  (3)  committee  meetings  per  calendar  year, 
whether  those  absences  are  excused  or  unexcused,  then  upon  a  vote  of  the  Council,  the 
Council  Chair  may  ask  the  appointing  authority  to  remove  the  member  and  appoint  a 
replacement  member. 

Section  6:  Absence  from  the  State 

Any  member  of  the  Council  who  plans  to  be  absent  from  the  State  of  California  for  an 
extended  period  shall  notify  the  Chair  of  the  Council. 

Purpose 

The  following  policy  is  designed  to  establish  minimum  attendance  standards  for  appointed 
members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  its  Committees.  In  the  event  of  any  conflict 
between  any  provision  of  this  policy  and  any  provision  of  a  City  ordinance  or  other  applicable 
law  (collectively,  "Laws")  governing  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  that  establish  more  stringent 
attendance  requirements  for  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the  conflicting  provision  of 
such  Laws  shall  govern. 

Attendance  Requirements 

Except  in  the  event  of  a  notified  absence  (defined  below),  each  member  of  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  is  expected  to  attend  each  regular  or  special  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  The 
Urban  Forestry  Council  secretary  or  clerk  ("Secretary")  shall  maintain  a  record  of  members' 
attendance. 
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Notified  Absences 

A  member's  absence  shall  constitute  a  "notified  absence"  where  the  member,  in  advance  of  the 
meeting,  informs  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  or  other  person  whom  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  has  designated  that  the  member  will  be  absent.  An  absence  due  to  unforeseen 
circumstances  such  as  illness  or  emergency  shall  also  qualify  as  a  notified  absence  where  the 
member  reports  such  absence  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  soon  as 
reasonably  possible.  The  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  record  as  non-notified  all 
absences  involving  neither  advance  notice  nor  unforeseen  circumstances. 

Report  to  the  Appointing  Authority 

The  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  report  all  instances  of  non-notified  absences  as 
well  as  any  instance  of  three  consecutive  absences  of  a  member  from  regular  meetings  in  a  fiscal 
year  to  the  member's  appointing  authority. 

Annual  Attendance  Report 

At  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year,  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  submit  a  written 
report  to  the  appointing  authorities  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  membership  detailing  each 
Urban  Forestry  Council  member's  attendance  at  all  meetings  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for 
that  fiscal  year. 


Adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Meeting  on  December  8,  2006 
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Notified  Absences 

A  member's  absence  shall  constitute  a  "notified  absence"  where  the  member,  in  advance  of  the 
meeting,  informs  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  or  other  person  whom  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  has  designated  that  the  member  will  be  absent.  An  absence  due  to  unforeseen 
circumstances  such  as  illness  or  emergency  shall  also  qualify  as  a  notified  absence  where  the 
member  reports  such  absence  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as  soon  as 
reasonably  possible.  The  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  record  as  non-notified  all 
absences  involving  neither  advance  notice  nor  unforeseen  circumstances. 

Report  to  the  Appointing  Authority 

The  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  report  all  instances  of  non-notified  absences  as 
well  as  any  instance  of  three  consecutive  absences  of  a  member  from  regular  meetings  in  a  fiscal 
year  to  the  member's  appointing  authority. 

Annual  Attendance  Report 

At  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year,  the  Secretary  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  submit  a  written 
report  to  the  appointing  authorities  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  membership  detailing  each 
Urban  Forestry  Council  member's  attendance  at  all  meetings  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for 
that  fiscal  year. 


Adopted  at  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  Meeting  on  December  8,  2006 
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Landmark  Tree  Committee  Meeting 


June  10,  2008 

Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation 

L        Response  from  Council  members  on  topic  of  information  to  include  on 
markers 

II.       Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  (four  components) 

1 )  A  basic  permanent  Marker  indicating  Landmark  Tree  status,  and  a 
number  for  further  identification/irrformatiorL  provided  by  the 

City/Council 

2)  An  optional  Interpretive  Sign  giving  basic  information  about  the 
tree.  Information  would  include  the  common  and  botanical  names  of 
the  tree,  its  origin  in  that  location,  its  significance  as  a  landmark, 
and  a  link  for  farther  information.  Provided  by  owners,  community 
groups,  individuals,  professional  organizations  etc. 

3}  An  online  register  of  Current  Landmark  Trees,  with  the  following 

information:  date  of  landmarkmg;  landmark  tree  number;  common 
name(s):  botanical  name;  plant  family  name;  location  of  the  tree 
(address  or  position  relative  to  intersection/landmark);  a  narrative 
documenting  the  origins  of  the  tree,  its  history  in  that  location,  and 
its  significance  as  a  landmark;  links  to  documentation.  Established 
and  mai.ritai.ned.  by????? 

4)  An  online  register  of  Historic  Landmark  Trees,  with  the  above 

information;  date  of  "de-commissioning"  and  reason  for 
death/decline/removal.  (Provision  could  be  made  for  removal  and 
recycling  of  markers  when  the  tree  is  removed.  Former  locations  of 
truly  historic  trees  should  be  informed  by  an  interpretive  sign  or 
plaque.) 


ill.      Recommendati on  on  Permanent  Markers 

1 )  Off  the  tree—by  statute 

2)  Placed  within  dripline,  ideally  . . .  thoughts  on  back  yards,  median 
strips? 

3)  Cast,  bronze,  set  in  concrete. 

4)  Round  shape 

5)  5,!  minimum,  9"  maximum  diameter 

6)  Simple.,  recognizable  logo 

7)  Engraved  identifying  information 

IV.  Costs/Sources 

1)  Cost  of  bronze  plates  f(  size,  number  ordered);  4-5"  under  $50;  8-9' 
under  $100:  initial  design  and  set-up  under  $1,000 — California 
Casting.  East  Bay  Brass 

2)  Cost  of  core  drilling  f(loca,tion.sE  efficiency  ie  grouping):  $170  per 
core  max. — Penhall 

3 )  Cost  of  setti ng  marker--?????  Concrete,  epoxy,  instal  I er??~ DP W? 

4)  Cost  of  Interpretive  Sign  f  (design,  provider)  -Matthews  Bronze? 
-  5)  Sources  of  funding?? 


Member  of  the  Urban  Forest  Council:  For  your  consideration  and  feedback. 

In  regards  to  creating  a  sidewalk  plaque  for  recognition  of  Landmark  Tree 

locations,  I  thought  of  the  beautiful  mosaics  that  have  contributed  greatly  and 
have  lasted  for  centuries  throughout  the  world.  Our  own  local  mosaic  artist, 
Colette  Crutcher  and  Mark  Roller,  just  recently  created  the  16  th  Street  steps  and 
the  24 th  Street  Mini  Park  -  to  mention  a  few. 

The  Tiled  Steps  have  been  awarded  by: 

City's  Clean  and  Green  Award 
2006  Beautification  Award,  San  Francisco  Beautiful 
Special  Recognition  Award,  Precita  Eyes  Mural  Arts  Center 
Certificate  of  Appreciation,  Art  Deco  Society  of  :StateCalifornia 

Below  are  links  for  your  review: 

http://www.colettecrutcher.com/paqes/artwork  paqes/mosaic006.html 
http://www.tiledsteps.org/Design 

What  do  you  think?  I  talked  to  Colette  and  she  said  a  tile  relief  of  a  leaf,  with  the 
name  of  the  tree  would  look  great  and  be  educational.  Also,  next  time  you  are  at 
Union  Square  -  check  out  the  tiles  along  the  steps  of  plants  with  there  names  - 
they  are  beautiful. 

Carolyn  Blair, 

Member:  UFC,  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

sftreecouncil(a),dslextreme.com 

415  982  8793 
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1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:30 
p.m.  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Habert,  Hillan  (6:20),  Miller 
(6:05),  Nervo,  and  Short.  Excused:  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Marks,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and 
Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  July  25,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Nervo,  without 
objection,  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  (Absent:  Vice-Chair  Quirke, 
Members  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  July  25, 
2008  Approved  Minutes). 

3.  Chair's  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  proposed  legislation  to  change  the 
membership  composition  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008 
Meeting)  Explanatory  Documents:  Chair's  Letter  and  Board  of  Supervisors  Proposed 
Legislation)  (Discussion)  SPEAKERS:  Council  Chair  Milne  and  Deputy  City  Attorney  Alicia 
Cabrera 

Chair  Milne  reported  on  the  previous  proposal  to  change  the  Council's  membership  composition 
to  five  voting  and  five  advisory  members,  which  the  Council  objected  to.  After  several 
reiterations,  the  proposal  is  now  for  eleven  voting  members  and  four  advisory  representatives. 
The  Government  Audit  and  Oversight  Committee  voted  to  approve  the  proposal  for 
recommendation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  consider  at  their  meeting  on  or  after  September 
9.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  he  had  presented  his  letter  of  approval  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
before  the  Committee  meeting  (see  explanatory  document  above). 

Member  Cohen  asked  whether  the  Supervisors  responded  to  Council  members'  questions 
regarding  providing  substantive  reasons  for  wanting  to  reduce  Council  membership.  Chair 
Milne  reported  that  it  was  explained  that  the  Council  needed  to  be  more  efficient  and  to  be  able 
to  make  quorums  easier,  so  a  smaller  number  would  be  easier  to  make  quorums.  Member  Blair 
inquired  how  Committee  membership  would  work  with  a  smaller  number  of  members.  Chair 
Milne  responded  that  would  be  worked  out  after  the  legislation  is  passed. 

Chair  Milne  inquired  as  to  when  the  legislation  would  take  effect.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera 
reported  that  she  does  not  currently  know  when  the  legislation  would  be  heard  at  the  Board  of 
Supervisors;  however,  if  they  were  to  hear  the  item  at  their  September  9  meeting,  the  legislation 
would  require  a  second  reading  before  the  Ordinance  is  officially  passed.  Chair  Milne  asked 
what  the  last  paragraph  of  the  legislation  would  mean  to  current  members.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  once  an  Ordinance  has  a  second  reading  and  is  passed  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  it  is  moved  to  the  Mayor's  Office,  who  has  ten  days  to  sign  the  Ordinance. 
At  that  point,  the  Ordinance  is  either  signed  before  the  ten  days  or  it  is  signed  by  operation  of 
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law  after  the  ten  days,  so  it  is  either  vetoed  or  not.  That  becomes  the  effective  date  of  the 
Ordinance.  However,  this  Ordinance  is  subject  to  referendum,  which  means  that  the  voters  can 
take  an  action  to  not  have  this  Ordinance  passed  up  to  30  days  after  the  Mayor's  action  on  the 
Ordinance.  Thirty  days  after  is  when  the  Ordinance  will  be  officially  effective.  Under  Section  2 
of  the  Ordinance,  it  says  on  the  30th  day  following  the  effective  date  of  this  Ordinance,  the 
current  members  initially  will  all  be  removed,  so  it  would  require  a  new  appointment  process  for 
everyone.  If  a  member  is  not  reappointed  and  there  is  no  reappointment  to  that  seat,  the 
current  member  would  remain  in  their  seat  for  an  additional  60  days  after  the  expiration  date 
because  of  a  new  Charter  amendment  that  was  passed  last  November. 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  department  representatives  do  not  go  through  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  appointment  process  and  are  appointed  by  their  department  heads.  Member  Blair 
asked  if  a  new  application  form  would  have  to  be  submitted  and  when  that  would  be  and  asked 
if  members  would  be  notified  when  the  next  public  hearing  would  be.  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  she 
believes  the  Board  of  Supervisors  office  retains  applications  for  a  year  and  could  possibly  be 
reactivated  upon  request. 

Member  Habert  inquired  what  it  would  mean  to  change  from  a  voting  to  an  advisory  member. 
Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Council  would  have  to  work  on  a  definition  or  explanation. 
Member  Short  asked  whether  the  department  head  would  have  to  reappoint  the  designee. 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  the  Department  head  would  be  required  to  issue  an 
appointment  letter.  Chair  Milne  asked  that  Coordinator  Hui  keep  Council  members  informed 
about  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  meeting  dates  on  this  item  and  on  applicable  dates  regarding 
reappointments  and  membership. 

Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Council  will  hold  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  following  tree  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree: 
(Discussion  and  Action)  PRESENTER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 

Lombardy  Poplar  (Popuius  nigra)  located  at  501  Octavia,  corner  of  Hayes  Street, 
Assessor's  Block  0807,  Lot  004  (approximate)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms, 
Evaluation  Form,  and  Pictures  501  Octavia  Landmark  Packet,  RL  Arborist  Public  Comment:  MB 
Evaluation  Form  and  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Written  Findings). 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nominations  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will  forward 
approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  met  on 
August  12  to  consider  the  nomination  of  this  tree  for  landmark  status  and  voted  unanimously  3-0 
against  recommending  landmark  tree  status.  It  was  explained  that  the  Committee  thought  the 
tree  was  a  wonderful  tree  and  commended  the  presenter  for  taking  an  interest  in  the  tree  and 
the  city's  urban  forest;  however,  it  was  felt  that  this  particular  tree  did  not  rise  to  the  status  of  a 
landmark.  The  Committee  was  happy  to  note  that  the  tree  was  able  to  have  some  protective 
status  as  a  street  tree  and  hope  to  see  that  actions  will  be  taken  to  help  protect  this  tree. 
Member  Boss  stated  that  the  tree  did  not  meet  landmark  status  on  any  of  the  larger,  particular 
items  such  as  species,  size,  historical,  or  ethnic  aspects. 
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Ms.  P.J.  Dayacamos,  initiator  of  the  nomination,  reported  that  the  tree  had  been  planted  in  the 
1960's  or  70's,  provides  a  habitat  for  birds  and  insects,  and  described  maintenance  that  she  had 
provided  for  the  tree  in  the  past  twenty  years.  Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  on  the  improper  care 
that  the  property  management  company  has  provided  for  this  tree  and  other  trees  in  the 
neighborhood,  which  led  to  the  decline  of  another  Poplar  tree  adjacent  to  this  particular  tree.  A 
request  was  made  for  the  Council  to  play  a  part  in  forcing  the  property  management  company  to 
stop  destroying  the  street  trees  in  the  neighborhood,  to  hold  them  accountable,  and  provide 
proper  care  and  maintenance  in  the  future.  A  discussion  was  held  on  the  planter  box  that  was 
added  to  the  tree  sometime  in  the  90's  or  approximately  2000  that  may  be  causing  or  can  cause 
harm  to  the  tree.  Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  that  there  may  not  have  been  proper  permits  issued 
for  the  planter  box.  Member  Short  indicated  that  if  the  Bureau  of  Street  Use  and  Mapping  did 
not  issue  an  encroachment  permit,  then  proper  permits  may  not  have  been  issued.  Ms. 
Dayacamos  reported  that  an  employee  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  Bureau  of 
Urban  Forestry  indicated  that  the  tree  could  be  harmed  if  the  planter  box  were  to  be  removed. 
Member  Short  stated  that  she  could  request  that  additional  arborists  from  the  Bureau  look  at  the 
planter  box  to  determine  if  removal  is  the  right  approach. 

Member  Short  reassured  Ms.  Dayacamos  that  DPW  has  issued  fines  to  the  property 
management  company,  who  has  paid  the  fines  and  has  assured  DPW  that  they  now  understand 
proper  pruning  techniques.  DPW  is  keeping  an  eye  on  this  corner  and  is  doing  their  best  to 
make  sure  that  nothing  happens  to  this  tree.  If  anything  did  happen  to  the  tree,  the  fine  would 
be  much  bigger  than  the  starting  fine.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  her  concern  is  that  the 
property  owner  is  very  wealthy  and  a  fine  would  not  mean  that  much  to  him. 

Member  Cohen  stated  that  consideration  should  be  given  as  to  what  to  do  with  good  trees  that 
are  not  landmark  or  champion  trees.  Member  Cohen  noted  the  previous  history  of  abuse  to  San 
Francisco  trees,  and  that  landmarking  the  tree  is  being  viewed  as  the  only  process  that  people 
think  can  assure  protection.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  this  particular  neighborhood  lost  so 
many  trees,  that  this  rare  tree  is  still  there  and  plays  an  important  role  to  the  eco  system,  which 
gives  pause  to  reevaluate  the  tree  as  landmark  potential.  Member  Blair  agreed  that  the  tree 
sounds  like  a  special  tree  and  is  important  in  the  area  because  it  is  the  last  one  and  also  serves 
as  an  educational  tool. 

Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Short  motioned  that  this  tree  not  be  recommended 
for  landmark  tree  status  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Boss,  Griswold,  Habert,  Nervo, 
Miller,  Short;  NOES:  Members  Blair  and  Cohen;  Absent:  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members 
Hillan,  Marks,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich).  The  motion  to  disapprove  did  not  pass. 
This  item  would  be  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  as  a  Resolution  Without 
Recommendation  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Explanatory  Document:  Resolution 
007-08-UFC  501  Octavia ). 

Annual  Urban  Forest  Report.  Approval  of  the  2008  Annual  Urban  Forest  Report  for  submittal 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor's  Office.  (Explanatory  Documents:  2008  Annual 
Urban  Forest  Report  and  CUFR  Chart)  Discussion  and  Action)  SPEAKER:  Council  Coordinator 
Hui 


Member  Hillan  joined  the  meeting  at  this  time.  Member  Griswold  left  the  meeting  at  this 
time. 
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Coordinator  Hui  presented  an  AMENDED  ANNUAL  REPORT  and  discussed  revisions  that  were 
made  to  the  previous  version  that  included  formatting  and  inclusion  of  charts.  Coordinator  Hui 
reported  that  she  had  received  information  today  from  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
on  the  number  of  trees  that  they  had  planted  in  the  fiscal  year,  and  it  was  agreed  that  this  figure 
would  be  added  to  the  report.  A  discussion  was  held  on  the  discrepancy  in  the  number  of  trees 
planted  for  2008  for  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  and  Member  Short  recommended  deleting  the 
465  number  from  the  chart  on  page  35. 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  she  had  provided  a  report  to  Ms.  Astrid  Haryati,  Director  of 
Greening,  Mayor's  Office,  on  the  agencies  who  did  not  respond  to  the  survey.  It  was  explained 
that  Ms.  Haryati  would  be  contacting  those  agencies,  but  that  Coordinator  Hui  has  not  yet  heard 
back  on  her  progress.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  a  supplemental  report  would  be  provided  if 
additional  departments  were  to  respond. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Georgia  Seamans  referred  to  page  33  where  it  states  that  "San 
Francisco  streets  remain  56%  unplanted.  Of  these  sites,  affluent  neighborhoods  have  an 
average  rate  of  28%  empty  sites,  while  underserved  neighborhoods  typically  see  empty  rates  of 
up  to  74%"  and  asked  how  these  percentages  were  calculated.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that 
figures  were  calculated  based  on  a  2003  Street  Tree  Analysis  Report  providing  details  on  how 
calculations  were  made,  and  both  Member  Short  and  Coordinator  Hui  indicated  that  there  may 
be  a  requirement  to  recalculate  the  number  based  on  additional  considerations  and  more  recent 
figures  as  they  are  provided. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Boss,  without  objection,  the 
Annual  Report  was  approved  for  submittal  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  with  amendments 

(Explanatory  Document:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Annual  Report  Final)  (Absent:  Members  Vice- 
Chair  Quirke,  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich). 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria,  Evaluation  and  Nomination  Forms.  Consider  and 
possibly  vote  to  adopt  Amendments  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Criteria  and  Nomination  and 
Evaluation  Forms  recommended  by  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee.  The  Council  Coordinator 
will  provide  the  Council  with  a  report  regarding  proposed  changes  to  the  landmark  tree  criteria. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Original  Criteria  and  Evaluation  and  Nomination  Forms:  Proposed 
Landmark  Tree  Criteria:  Evaluation  Form  Amended:  Nomination  Form  Amended:  and  Criteria 
Grouping)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair 
Member  Boss 

Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Boss  reported  on  his  confusion  utilizing  the  original  evaluation 
forms  and  recommended  that  proposed  changes  be  applied  to  existing  criteria,  evaluation  and 
nomination  forms  in  order  to  help  Committee  members  organize  their  thinking  when  evaluating 
trees.  It  was  explained  that  the  Committee  grouped  the  criteria  into  five  "super"  categories  that 
includes:  rarity,  physical  attributes,  environmental  concerns,  historical  and  cultural.  The  various 
items  on  the  original  criteria  fell  into  one  or  the  other  of  these  five  categories. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  the  proposed  criteria  revisions  that  include  title  changes, 
description  changes,  removing  "extends  between  multiple  properties,"  and  adding  grouping 
levels.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  (1 )  the 
proposed  changes  to  the  criteria  would  require  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  and  (2) 
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that  the  criteria  reference  to  having  "particular  value  to  religious  groups"  be  deleted  because  of 
City  Charter  requirements. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  that  consideration  be  given  to  doing  a  tree  valuation  (placing 
monetary  value  on  the  tree)  in  order  to  add  further  tree  protection.  It  was  explained  that  in  the 
case  of  the  Valley  Oak  tree  that  was  removed,  if  a  monetary  value  was  placed  on  the  tree  that 
would  have  increased  the  property  value,  the  tree  may  not  have  been  removed.  Chair  Milne 
stated  that  adding  this  formula  to  the  criteria  would  make  it  too  difficult  for  the  public  or  whoever 
was  filling  out  the  form.  Member  Hillan  stated  that  would  put  too  much  of  a  burden  for  the 
Committee  or  whoever  is  going  to  pay  for  the  arborist  to  evaluate  the  value  of  the  tree.  Member 
Blair  stated  that  adding  a  monetary  value  might  also  influence  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
decision.  Member  Boss  stated  that  adding  a  monetary  value  would  be  a  good  idea,  but  that 
most  Committee  Members  are  not  skilled  in  this  type  of  appraisal.  Member  Cohen  asked  if 
there  is  a  formula  tool  (form  on  the  web)  that  can  be  used  for  this  purpose.  Member  Short 
stated  that  she  is  not  aware  of  one. 

Member  Short  discussed  retaining  the  reference  to  rarity  in  California,  North  America  and  the 
world  and  suggested  adding  "attributes"  to  the  physical  category  and  removing  "religious'  from 
the  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  as  well  as  in  the  criteria.  Member  Boss  stated  that  he 
would  support  adding  to  rarity  a  reference  to  other  geographic  regions.  Member  Hillan 
recommended  adding  historial  relevance,  environmental  impact  and  cultural  value  to  the 
headings  as  well.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  he  likes  the  idea  of  having  blank  lines  so  people  could 
add  their  own  comments  on  what  makes  the  tree  so  special.   Member  Habert  stated  that  he  did 
not  feel  that  the  criteria  adds  up  to  a  decision  and  that  a  numerical  ranking  system  should  not  be 
used.  Members  Short  and  Blair  commended  the  Committee  on  their  work  on  amending  the 
criteria  and  forms. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  had  previously  been 
forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  were  included  in  the  criteria  packets  in  the  past,  so 
the  forms  should  also  be  sent  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  approval  as  well  as  the  criteria. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  without  objection,  the 
criteria,  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  were  approved  with  amendments  that  include 
(1)  deleting  the  reference  to  religious  groups;  (2)  added  "attributes"  to  the  physical 
heading;  and  (3)  rarity  would  now  read  "unusual  species  in  San  Francisco  or  other 
geographic  regions."  The  Council  approved  preparation  of  a  Resolution  or  other 
transmital  to  forward  the  amended  criteria  and  forms  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
(Explanatory  Document:  Res  008-08-UFC  Landmark  Tree  Amended  Forms)  (Absent: 
Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich). 

Chair's  Report  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  Members'  Annual  Meeting  Attendance  and 
Requirements.  (Explanatory  Document:  Council  Attendance  Policy  to  Board  of  Supervisors 
and  Mayor)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKER:  Council  Chair  Milne 

Council  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Council's  annual  attendance  report  has  been  submitted 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  for  the  fiscal  year,  and  that  it  is  not  going  to  be 
included  as  part  of  the  Annual  Report.  Part  of  the  policy  is  to  bring  attendance  requirements  to 
the  attention  of  members  if  they  have  missed  more  than  three  meetings  in  the  fiscal  year.  Chair 
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Milne  stated  that  he  does  not  feel  this  issue  has  to  be  addressed  at  this  time  as  there  may  be  a 
new  Council  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  legislation  and  would  address  this  issue  at  a  future 
date. 

8.  Long-Range  Bond-Funded  Urban  Forestry  Maintenance.  Report  on  the  Recreation  and 
Park  Department's  Clean  and  Safe  General  Obligation  Bond.  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008 
Meeting)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  has  not  received  a  response  to  her  request  for  a  speaker  on 
this  agenda  item  but  would  continue  the  effort.  This  agenda  item  was  continued  to  the 
September  26,  2008  meeting. 

9.  Urban  Forest  Plan  Update.  The  Council  Chair  and  Coordinator  will  report  on  the  progress  of 
the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department's  work  on  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  that  will  be 
incorporated  into  the  City's  General  Plan.  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting) 
(Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKERS:  Council  Chair  Milne  and  Council 
Coordinator  Hui 

Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  a  "focusing  on  current  policy  institutional  and  financial  structure" 
meeting  was  held  and  there  would  be  another  meeting  scheduled  in  the  next  month  discussing 
current  reports  and  other  information  on  the  urban  forest  that  is  available  at  this  time.  It  was 
reported  that  Member  Short  provided  a  brief  overview  about  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest 
activities,  Vice-Chair  Quirke  presented  an  overview  on  behalf  of  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest, 
and  Member  Habert  provided  an  overview  on  behalf  of  the  Redevelopment  Agency.  The 
objective  was  for  EDAW  to  acquire  information  from  Council  members. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  there  was  almost  a  quorum  of  Council  members  at  the  meeting  and  was 
appreciative  that  the  Council  had  some  interaction  and  input  into  the  General  Plan  process. 
Chair  Milne  stated  that  a  request  was  made  for  "trees"  to  be  placed  on  the  top  of  each  page  of 
EDAW's  report  as  opposed  to  understory,  ground  cover,  or  anything  else  that  is  green. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  Mr.  Power  is  presenting  these  meetings  as  staff  meetings  instead 
of  public  meetings  in  order  to  reduce  the  amount  of  discussion  and  to  make  sure  that  EDAW's 
time  is  well-used. 

10.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal:  Graphic:  Landmark  Tree 
Identification:  Proposed  Amended  Graphic,  and  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees 
Recommendation)  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  in  order  to  do  fundraising  on  this  item,  the  Council  would  have  to 
make  a  decision  on  how  they  would  like  to  move  forward.  Member  Habert  asked  how  many 
trees  that  appear  on  the  proposed  graphic  (Monterey  Cypress)  had  been  landmarked. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  is  one  Monterey  Cypress  on  2626  Vallejo  Street  that  has 
been  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  by  the  Council,  but  has  not  been  voted  on  by  the 
full  Board.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Monterey  Cypress  that  is  on  the  graphic  is  the 
official  City  tree.  This  item  was  continued  to  the  September  26,  2008  meeting. 
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11.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  provided  a  staff  report  as  explained  in  the  Staff  Report. 

12.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  September  18,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Planning  and  Funding  Committee  Chair  Short  reported  that  the  Committee  discussed  the 
Annual  Urban  Forest  Council  Report  and  improving  protection  for  trees  on  large  development 
projects.  It  was  decided  that  rather  than  focusing  on  one  item  such  as  large  scale  development 
projects,  that  a  review  would  be  done  of  the  Council's  Work  Plan  to  see  what  items  would  most 
likely  be  addressed  as  part  of  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  process  and  then  determine  if  the 
Council  could  weigh  in  on  those  specific  action  items.  This  agenda  item  would  be  discussed  at 
the  next  Committee  meeting  and  then  would  be  heard  at  a  future  Council  meeting.  A  request 
was  made  for  Coordinator  Hui  to  provide  examples  of  large  scale  development  projects  that  are 
in  varying  stages  of  completion  in  order  to  have  a  comparison  so  if  an  ordinance  amendment 
were  to  be  proposed  to  increase  tree  protection,  there  would  be  good  references  available. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  September  8,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

No  additional  information  was  reported  at  this  time. 

13.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion). There  were  no  announcements  made  at  this  time. 

14.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion).  There  was  no  new 
business/future  agenda  items  discussed  at  this  time. 

15.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this 
time. 

16.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  7:38  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment.  1 1  Grove  Street, 
San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item 
above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709.  or  via 

e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfqov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
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1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Meeting  was  called  to  order  at  5:30 
p.m.  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Griswold,  Habert,  Hillan  (6:20),  Miller 
(6:05),  Nervo,  and  Short.  Excused:  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Marks,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and 
Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  July  25,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Nervo,  without 
objection,  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  (Absent:  Vice-Chair  Quirke, 
Members  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory  Document:  July  25, 
2008  Approved  Minutes). 

3.  Chair's  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  proposed  legislation  to  change  the 
membership  composition  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008 
Meeting)  Explanatory  Documents:  Chair's  Letter  and  Board  of  Supervisors  Proposed 
Legislation)  (Discussion)  SPEAKERS:  Council  Chair  Milne  and  Deputy  City  Attorney  Alicia 
Cabrera 

Chair  Milne  reported  on  the  previous  proposal  to  change  the  Council's  membership  composition 
to  five  voting  and  five  advisory  members,  which  the  Council  objected  to.  After  several 
reiterations,  the  proposal  is  now  for  eleven  voting  members  and  four  advisory  representatives. 
The  Government  Audit  and  Oversight  Committee  voted  to  approve  the  proposal  for 
recommendation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  consider  at  their  meeting  on  or  after  September 
9.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  he  had  presented  his  letter  of  approval  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
before  the  Committee  meeting  (see  explanatory  document  above). 

Member  Cohen  asked  whether  the  Supervisors  responded  to  Council  members'  questions 
regarding  providing  substantive  reasons  for  wanting  to  reduce  Council  membership.  Chair 
Milne  reported  that  it  was  explained  that  the  Council  needed  to  be  more  efficient  and  to  be  able 
to  make  quorums  easier,  so  a  smaller  number  would  be  easier  to  make  quorums.  Member  Blair 
inquired  how  Committee  membership  would  work  with  a  smaller  number  of  members.  Chair 
Milne  responded  that  would  be  worked  out  after  the  legislation  is  passed. 

Chair  Milne  inquired  as  to  when  the  legislation  would  take  effect.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera 
reported  that  she  does  not  currently  know  when  the  legislation  would  be  heard  at  the  Board  of 
Supervisors;  however,  if  they  were  to  hear  the  item  at  their  September  9  meeting,  the  legislation 
would  require  a  second  reading  before  the  Ordinance  is  officially  passed.  Chair  Milne  asked 
what  the  last  paragraph  of  the  legislation  would  mean  to  current  members.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  once  an  Ordinance  has  a  second  reading  and  is  passed  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  it  is  moved  to  the  Mayor's  Office,  who  has  ten  days  to  sign  the  Ordinance. 
At  that  point,  the  Ordinance  is  either  signed  before  the  ten  days  or  it  is  signed  by  operation  of 
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law  after  the  ten  days,  so  it  is  either  vetoed  or  not.  That  becomes  the  effective  date  of  the 
Ordinance.  However,  this  Ordinance  is  subject  to  referendum,  which  means  that  the  voters  can 
take  an  action  to  not  have  this  Ordinance  passed  up  to  30  days  after  the  Mayor's  action  on  the 
Ordinance.  Thirty  days  after  is  when  the  Ordinance  will  be  officially  effective.  Under  Section  2 
of  the  Ordinance,  it  says  on  the  30th  day  following  the  effective  date  of  this  Ordinance,  the 
current  members  initially  will  all  be  removed,  so  it  would  require  a  new  appointment  process  for 
everyone.  If  a  member  is  not  reappointed  and  there  is  no  reappointment  to  that  seat,  the 
current  member  would  remain  in  their  seat  for  an  additional  60  days  after  the  expiration  date 
because  of  a  new  Charter  amendment  that  was  passed  last  November. 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  department  representatives  do  not  go  through  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  appointment  process  and  are  appointed  by  their  department  heads.  Member  Blair 
asked  if  a  new  application  form  would  have  to  be  submitted  and  when  that  would  be  and  asked 
if  members  would  be  notified  when  the  next  public  hearing  would  be.  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  she 
believes  the  Board  of  Supervisors  office  retains  applications  for  a  year  and  could  possibly  be 
reactivated  upon  request. 

Member  Habert  inquired  what  it  would  mean  to  change  from  a  voting  to  an  advisory  member. 
Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Council  would  have  to  work  on  a  definition  or  explanation. 
Member  Short  asked  whether  the  department  head  would  have  to  reappoint  the  designee. 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  stated  that  the  Department  head  would  be  required  to  issue  an 
appointment  letter.  Chair  Milne  asked  that  Coordinator  Hui  keep  Council  members  informed 
about  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  meeting  dates  on  this  item  and  on  applicable  dates  regarding 
reappointments  and  membership. 

Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Council  will  hold  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  following  tree  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree: 
(Discussion  and  Action)  PRESENTER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 

Lombardy  Poplar  (Populus  nigra)  located  at  501  Octavia,  corner  of  Hayes  Street, 
Assessor's  Block  0807,  Lot  004  (approximate)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms, 
Evaluation  Form,  and  Pictures  501  Octavia  Landmark  Packet,  RL  Arborist  Public  Comment:  MB 
Evaluation  Form  and  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Written  Findings). 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nominations  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will  forward 
approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  met  on 
August  12  to  consider  the  nomination  of  this  tree  for  landmark  status  and  voted  unanimously  3-0 
against  recommending  landmark  tree  status.  It  was  explained  that  the  Committee  thought  the 
tree  was  a  wonderful  tree  and  commended  the  presenter  for  taking  an  interest  in  the  tree  and 
the  city's  urban  forest;  however,  it  was  felt  that  this  particular  tree  did  not  rise  to  the  status  of  a 
landmark.  The  Committee  was  happy  to  note  that  the  tree  was  able  to  have  some  protective 
status  as  a  street  tree  and  hope  to  see  that  actions  will  be  taken  to  help  protect  this  tree. 
Member  Boss  stated  that  the  tree  did  not  meet  landmark  status  on  any  of  the  larger,  particular 
items  such  as  species,  size,  historical,  or  ethnic  aspects. 
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Ms.  P.J.  Dayacamos,  initiator  of  the  nomination,  reported  that  the  tree  had  been  planted  in  the 
1960's  or  70's,  provides  a  habitat  for  birds  and  insects,  and  described  maintenance  that  she  had 
provided  for  the  tree  in  the  past  twenty  years.  Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  on  the  improper  care 
that  the  property  management  company  has  provided  for  this  tree  and  other  trees  in  the 
neighborhood,  which  led  to  the  decline  of  another  Poplar  tree  adjacent  to  this  particular  tree.  A 
request  was  made  for  the  Council  to  play  a  part  in  forcing  the  property  management  company  to 
stop  destroying  the  street  trees  in  the  neighborhood,  to  hold  them  accountable,  and  provide 
proper  care  and  maintenance  in  the  future.  A  discussion  was  held  on  the  planter  box  that  was 
added  to  the  tree  sometime  in  the  90's  or  approximately  2000  that  may  be  causing  or  can  cause 
harm  to  the  tree.  Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  that  there  may  not  have  been  proper  permits  issued 
for  the  planter  box.  Member  Short  indicated  that  if  the  Bureau  of  Street  Use  and  Mapping  did 
not  issue  an  encroachment  permit,  then  proper  permits  may  not  have  been  issued.  Ms. 
Dayacamos  reported  that  an  employee  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  Bureau  of 
Urban  Forestry  indicated  that  the  tree  could  be  harmed  if  the  planter  box  were  to  be  removed. 
Member  Short  stated  that  she  could  request  that  additional  arborists  from  the  Bureau  look  at  the 
planter  box  to  determine  if  removal  is  the  right  approach. 

Member  Short  reassured  Ms.  Dayacamos  that  DPW  has  issued  fines  to  the  property 
management  company,  who  has  paid  the  fines  and  has  assured  DPW  that  they  now  understand 
proper  pruning  techniques.  DPW  is  keeping  an  eye  on  this  corner  and  is  doing  their  best  to 
make  sure  that  nothing  happens  to  this  tree.  If  anything  did  happen  to  the  tree,  the  fine  would 
be  much  bigger  than  the  starting  fine.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  her  concern  is  that  the 
property  owner  is  very  wealthy  and  a  fine  would  not  mean  that  much  to  him. 

Member  Cohen  stated  that  consideration  should  be  given  as  to  what  to  do  with  good  trees  that 
are  not  landmark  or  champion  trees.  Member  Cohen  noted  the  previous  history  of  abuse  to  San 
Francisco  trees,  and  that  landmarking  the  tree  is  being  viewed  as  the  only  process  that  people 
think  can  assure  protection.  Member  Cohen  stated  that  this  particular  neighborhood  lost  so 
many  trees,  that  this  rare  tree  is  still  there  and  plays  an  important  role  to  the  eco  system,  which 
gives  pause  to  reevaluate  the  tree  as  landmark  potential.  Member  Blair  agreed  that  the  tree 
sounds  like  a  special  tree  and  is  important  in  the  area  because  it  is  the  last  one  and  also  serves 
as  an  educational  tool. 

Member  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Short  motioned  that  this  tree  not  be  recommended 
for  landmark  tree  status  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Boss,  Griswold,  Habert,  Nervo. 
Miller,  Short;  NOES:  Members  Blair  and  Cohen;  Absent:  Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members 
Hillan,  Marks,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich).  The  motion  to  disapprove  did  not  pass. 
This  item  would  be  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  as  a  Resolution  Without 
Recommendation  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Explanatory  Document:  Resolution 
007-08-UFC  501  Octavia ). 

Annual  Urban  Forest  Report.  Approval  of  the  2008  Annual  Urban  Forest  Report  for  submittal 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor's  Office.  (Explanatory  Documents:  2008  Annual 
Urban  Forest  Report  and  CUFR  Chart)  Discussion  and  Action)  SPEAKER:  Council  Coordinator 
Hui 


Member  Hillan  joined  the  meeting  at  this  time.  Member  Griswold  left  the  meeting  at  this 
time. 
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Coordinator  Hui  presented  an  AMENDED  ANNUAL  REPORT  and  discussed  revisions  that  were 
made  to  the  previous  version  that  included  formatting  and  inclusion  of  charts.  Coordinator  Hui 
reported  that  she  had  received  information  today  from  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
on  the  number  of  trees  that  they  had  planted  in  the  fiscal  year,  and  it  was  agreed  that  this  figure 
would  be  added  to  the  report.  A  discussion  was  held  on  the  discrepancy  in  the  number  of  trees 
planted  for  2008  for  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  and  Member  Short  recommended  deleting  the 
465  number  from  the  chart  on  page  35. 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  she  had  provided  a  report  to  Ms.  Astrid  Haryati,  Director  of 
Greening,  Mayor's  Office,  on  the  agencies  who  did  not  respond  to  the  survey.  It  was  explained 
that  Ms.  Haryati  would  be  contacting  those  agencies,  but  that  Coordinator  Hui  has  not  yet  heard 
back  on  her  progress.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  a  supplemental  report  would  be  provided  if 
additional  departments  were  to  respond. 

Public  Comment:  Ms.  Georgia  Seamans  referred  to  page  33  where  it  states  that  "San 
Francisco  streets  remain  56%  unplanted.  Of  these  sites,  affluent  neighborhoods  have  an 
average  rate  of  28%  empty  sites,  while  underserved  neighborhoods  typically  see  empty  rates  of 
up  to  74%"  and  asked  how  these  percentages  were  calculated.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that 
figures  were  calculated  based  on  a  2003  Street  Tree  Analysis  Report  providing  details  on  how 
calculations  were  made,  and  both  Member  Short  and  Coordinator  Hui  indicated  that  there  may 
be  a  requirement  to  recalculate  the  number  based  on  additional  considerations  and  more  recent 
figures  as  they  are  provided. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Boss,  without  objection,  the 
Annual  Report  was  approved  for  submittal  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  with  amendments 

(Explanatory  Document:  Urban  Forestry  Council  Annual  Report  Final)  (Absent:  Members  Vice- 
Chair  Quirke,  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich). 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria,  Evaluation  and  Nomination  Forms.  Consider  and 
possibly  vote  to  adopt  Amendments  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Criteria  and  Nomination  and 
Evaluation  Forms  recommended  by  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee.  The  Council  Coordinator 
will  provide  the  Council  with  a  report  regarding  proposed  changes  to  the  landmark  tree  criteria. 
(Explanatory  Documents:  Original  Criteria  and  Evaluation  and  Nomination  Forms:  Proposed 
Landmark  Tree  Criteria:  Evaluation  Form  Amended:  Nomination  Form  Amended:  and  Criteria 
Grouping)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  SPEAKER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair 
Member  Boss 

Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Boss  reported  on  his  confusion  utilizing  the  original  evaluation 
forms  and  recommended  that  proposed  changes  be  applied  to  existing  criteria,  evaluation  and 
nomination  forms  in  order  to  help  Committee  members  organize  their  thinking  when  evaluating 
trees.  It  was  explained  that  the  Committee  grouped  the  criteria  into  five  "super"  categories  that 
includes:  rarity,  physical  attributes,  environmental  concerns,  historical  and  cultural.  The  various 
items  on  the  original  criteria  fell  into  one  or  the  other  of  these  five  categories. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  the  proposed  criteria  revisions  that  include  title  changes, 
description  changes,  removing  "extends  between  multiple  properties,"  and  adding  grouping 
levels.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  (1 )  the 
proposed  changes  to  the  criteria  would  require  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  and  (2) 
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that  the  criteria  reference  to  having  "particular  value  to  religious  groups"  be  deleted  because  of 
City  Charter  requirements. 

Member  Cohen  recommended  that  consideration  be  given  to  doing  a  tree  valuation  (placing 
monetary  value  on  the  tree)  in  order  to  add  further  tree  protection.  It  was  explained  that  in  the 
case  of  the  Valley  Oak  tree  that  was  removed,  if  a  monetary  value  was  placed  on  the  tree  that 
would  have  increased  the  property  value,  the  tree  may  not  have  been  removed.  Chair  Milne 
stated  that  adding  this  formula  to  the  criteria  would  make  it  too  difficult  for  the  public  or  whoever 
was  filling  out  the  form.  Member  Hillan  stated  that  would  put  too  much  of  a  burden  for  the 
Committee  or  whoever  is  going  to  pay  for  the  arborist  to  evaluate  the  value  of  the  tree.  Member 
Blair  stated  that  adding  a  monetary  value  might  also  influence  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
decision.  Member  Boss  stated  that  adding  a  monetary  value  would  be  a  good  idea,  but  that 
most  Committee  Members  are  not  skilled  in  this  type  of  appraisal.  Member  Cohen  asked  if 
there  is  a  formula  tool  (form  on  the  web)  that  can  be  used  for  this  purpose.  Member  Short 
stated  that  she  is  not  aware  of  one. 

Member  Short  discussed  retaining  the  reference  to  rarity  in  California,  North  America  and  the 
world  and  suggested  adding  "attributes"  to  the  physical  category  and  removing  "religious"  from 
the  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  as  well  as  in  the  criteria.  Member  Boss  stated  that  he 
would  support  adding  to  rarity  a  reference  to  other  geographic  regions.  Member  Hillan 
recommended  adding  historial  relevance,  environmental  impact  and  cultural  value  to  the 
headings  as  well.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  he  likes  the  idea  of  having  blank  lines  so  people  could 
add  their  own  comments  on  what  makes  the  tree  so  special.   Member  Habert  stated  that  he  did 
not  feel  that  the  criteria  adds  up  to  a  decision  and  that  a  numerical  ranking  system  should  not  be 
used.  Members  Short  and  Blair  commended  the  Committee  on  their  work  on  amending  the 
criteria  and  forms. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  had  previously  been 
forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  were  included  in  the  criteria  packets  in  the  past,  so 
the  forms  should  also  be  sent  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  approval  as  well  as  the  criteria. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  without  objection,  the 
criteria,  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  were  approved  with  amendments  that  include 
(1)  deleting  the  reference  to  religious  groups;  (2)  added  "attributes"  to  the  physical 
heading;  and  (3)  rarity  would  now  read  "unusual  species  in  San  Francisco  or  other 
geographic  regions."  The  Council  approved  preparation  of  a  Resolution  or  other 
transmital  to  forward  the  amended  criteria  and  forms  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
(Explanatory  Document:  Res  008-08-UFC  Landmark  Tree  Amended  Forms)  (Absent: 
Vice-Chair  Quirke,  Members  Griswold,  Marks,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Sustarich). 

Chair's  Report  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  Members'  Annual  Meeting  Attendance  and 
Requirements.  (Explanatory  Document:  Council  Attendance  Policy  to  Board  of  Supervisors 
and  Mayor)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKER:  Council  Chair  Milne 

Council  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Council's  annual  attendance  report  has  been  submitted 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  for  the  fiscal  year,  and  that  it  is  not  going  to  be 
included  as  part  of  the  Annual  Report.  Part  of  the  policy  is  to  bring  attendance  requirements  to 
the  attention  of  members  if  they  have  missed  more  than  three  meetings  in  the  fiscal  year.  Chair 
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Milne  stated  that  he  does  not  feel  this  issue  has  to  be  addressed  at  this  time  as  there  may  be  a 
new  Council  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  legislation  and  would  address  this  issue  at  a  future 
date. 

8.  Long-Range  Bond-Funded  Urban  Forestry  Maintenance.  Report  on  the  Recreation  and 
Park  Department's  Clean  and  Safe  General  Obligation  Bond.  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008 
Meeting)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  has  not  received  a  response  to  her  request  for  a  speaker  on 
this  agenda  item  but  would  continue  the  effort.  This  agenda  item  was  continued  to  the 
September  26,  2008  meeting. 

9.  Urban  Forest  Plan  Update.  The  Council  Chair  and  Coordinator  will  report  on  the  progress  of 
the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department's  work  on  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  that  will  be 
incorporated  into  the  City's  General  Plan.  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting) 
(Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  SPEAKERS:  Council  Chair  Milne  and  Council 
Coordinator  Hui 

Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  a  "focusing  on  current  policy  institutional  and  financial  structure" 
meeting  was  held  and  there  would  be  another  meeting  scheduled  in  the  next  month  discussing 
current  reports  and  other  information  on  the  urban  forest  that  is  available  at  this  time.  It  was 
reported  that  Member  Short  provided  a  brief  overview  about  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest 
activities,  Vice-Chair  Quirke  presented  an  overview  on  behalf  of  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest, 
and  Member  Habert  provided  an  overview  on  behalf  of  the  Redevelopment  Agency.  The 
objective  was  for  EDAW  to  acquire  information  from  Council  members. 

Chair  Milne  stated  that  there  was  almost  a  quorum  of  Council  members  at  the  meeting  and  was 
appreciative  that  the  Council  had  some  interaction  and  input  into  the  General  Plan  process. 
Chair  Milne  stated  that  a  request  was  made  for  "trees"  to  be  placed  on  the  top  of  each  page  of 
EDAW's  report  as  opposed  to  understory,  ground  cover,  or  anything  else  that  is  green. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  Mr.  Power  is  presenting  these  meetings  as  staff  meetings  instead 
of  public  meetings  in  order  to  reduce  the  amount  of  discussion  and  to  make  sure  that  EDAW's 
time  is  well-used. 

10.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal:  Graphic:  Landmark  Tree 
Identification:  Proposed  Amended  Graphic,  and  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees 
Recommendation)  (Continued  from  the  July  25,  2008  Meeting)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  in  order  to  do  fundraising  on  this  item,  the  Council  would  have  to 
make  a  decision  on  how  they  would  like  to  move  forward.  Member  Habert  asked  how  many 
trees  that  appear  on  the  proposed  graphic  (Monterey  Cypress)  had  been  landmarked. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  is  one  Monterey  Cypress  on  2626  Vallejo  Street  that  has 
been  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  by  the  Council,  but  has  not  been  voted  on  by  the 
full  Board.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Monterey  Cypress  that  is  on  the  graphic  is  the 
official  City  tree.  This  item  was  continued  to  the  September  26,  2008  meeting. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

August  26,  2008  Approved  Meeting  Minutes 

Page  7 


11.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  provided  a  staff  report  as  explained  in  the  Staff  Report. 

12.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion). 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  September  18,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Planning  and  Funding  Committee  Chair  Short  reported  that  the  Committee  discussed  the 
Annual  Urban  Forest  Council  Report  and  improving  protection  for  trees  on  large  development 
projects.  It  was  decided  that  rather  than  focusing  on  one  item  such  as  large  scale  development 
projects,  that  a  review  would  be  done  of  the  Council's  Work  Plan  to  see  what  items  would  most 
likely  be  addressed  as  part  of  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  process  and  then  determine  if  the 
Council  could  weigh  in  on  those  specific  action  items.  This  agenda  item  would  be  discussed  at 
the  next  Committee  meeting  and  then  would  be  heard  at  a  future  Council  meeting.  A  request 
was  made  for  Coordinator  Hui  to  provide  examples  of  large  scale  development  projects  that  are 
in  varying  stages  of  completion  in  order  to  have  a  comparison  so  if  an  ordinance  amendment 
were  to  be  proposed  to  increase  tree  protection,  there  would  be  good  references  available. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  September  8,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

No  additional  information  was  reported  at  this  time. 

13.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion). There  were  no  announcements  made  at  this  time. 

14.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion).  There  was  no  new 
business/future  agenda  items  discussed  at  this  time. 

15.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this 
time. 

16.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  7:38  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street. 
San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item 
above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via 

e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfqov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council,  San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
Approved:  September  26,  2008 


as* 


GAVIN  NEWSOM,  MAYOR 
JARED  BLUMENFELD,  DIRECTOR 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  August  26,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Explanatory  Document:  August  26,  2008  Draft)  (Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  Update  (A  Comprehensive  Plan  to  Guide  Urban  Forest  Planners 
and  Stakeholders  in  Future  Efforts.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  (Continued  from  the 
August  26,  2008  Meeting)  Speaker:  Mr.  Andres  Power,  San  Francisco  Planning  Department 

4.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership  Ordinance  Amendments.  (Informational  Report  and 

Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  Board  of  Supervisors  Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership 
Ordinance)  Speaker:  Deputy  City  Attorney  Alicia  Cabrera 

5.  Resolution  Commending  Vice-Chair  Kelly  Quirke  for  his  Service  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  UFC  Res  File  2008-1 0-UFC  Kelly 
Quirke  Commendation) 

6.  Selection  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Letterhead.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

(Explanatory  Documents:  UFC  Letterhead  Template  Draft  1;  UFC  Letterhead  Template  Draft  2: 
and  UFC  Letterhead  Template  Draft  3)  SPEAKER:  Coordinator  Hui 

7.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

(Explanatory  Documents:  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal;  Graphic:  Landmark  Tree 
Identification;  Proposed  Amended  Graphic  and  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees 
Recommendation)  (Continued  from  the  August  26,  2008  Meeting) 

8.  Agency  Reporting  Requirements  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Methods  for  pursuing 
responses  for  the  Annual  Urban  Forest  Report  from  non-reporting  City  departments  and 

agencies.  (Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  NonReportinq  Agencies  UFC  Annual  Report) 
SPEAKER:  Coordinator  Hui 

9.  Staff  Report  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report) 

10.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  October  16,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  October  14,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

11.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion) 

12.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion). 


13.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 


14.  Adjournment. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  October  28,  2008  at  5:30 
p.m.  in  Room  416,  City  Hall. 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction  of  the 
Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may 
address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the 
public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda  This  rule 
applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited 
to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations 
Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F 
Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI 
accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness 
Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline 
shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader 
during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at 
(415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity 
or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical  based 
products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call 
the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional  information. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other 
agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before 
the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  Force 
Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724; 
Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf  <7  sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  uw \\. sfgov.org. 


Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San 
Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  eL  seq]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity  . 


For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  3900,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300.  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at  \\u  \\. sfeov.org  ethics. 


Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be 
advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell 
phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9  am.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  upon  request  to  the  Council 
Secretary  at  the  above  address,  telephone  number  415-355-3709.  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fi.sh  a  Sfeov  .oru.  or  at  the  Council's  meeting 
agenda  and  minutes  link  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting.  If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  ha\e  been 
distributed  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  after  distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Department  of  the  Environment.  1 1  Grove  Street.  San  Francisco.  CA  94102  during  normal  office  hours  or  will  be  made  available  at 
the  meeting  website  link  as  links  to  the  agenda  or  meeting  minutes  (by  item). 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree-free 
paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Council  and  the  public.  
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Posted:  September  22,  2008 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  REGULAR  MEETING 
DRAFT  MINUTES 

Friday,  September  26,  2008,  10:00  a.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  convened  at  10:08  a.m. 
Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Griswold,  Habert,  Nervo,  Sherk  (10:15),  Rodgers,  Short 
and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Miller;  One  Vacant. 

Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  August  26,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Short,  the 
August  26,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection.  Absent:  Members  Boss, 
Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller  and  Sherk  (Explanatory  Document:  August  26,  2008  Approved 
Minutes). 

Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  Update  (A  Comprehensive  Plan  to  Guide  Urban  Forest  Planners 
and  Stakeholders  in  Future  Efforts.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  (Continued  from  the 
August  26,  2008  Meeting)  Speaker:  Mr.  Andres  Power,  San  Francisco  Planning  Department 

Mr.  Power  described  planning  efforts  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  and  reported  that  he  was 
working  on  compiling  a  memo  for  the  consultant  team  on  the  policies  and  regulations  that  affect 
urban  forestry  activities  in  the  City  that  would  be  presented  to  EDAW,  the  primary  consultant, 
later  today.  Mr.  Power  explained  that  a  meeting  is  scheduled  for  today  with  the  consultant  team 
to  work  on  a  vision  and  goals  plan  and  that  after  completion  of  the  plan,  the  first  public  outreach 
event  would  be  scheduled.  It  was  reported  that  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  is  progressing  on 
schedule  at  this  point,  and  it  is  expected  that  a  draft  would  be  available  for  public  review  in  the 
spring  of  next  year. 

Member  Short  reported  on  the  Planning  Committee's  discussion  on  how  the  Council  and  Urban 
Forest  Master  Plan  goals  might  overlap  and  asked  Mr.  Power  to  review  the  Council's  Priority 
Work  Action  Items  to  provide  feedback  and  recommend  how  best  to  interact  on  these  items. 

Member  Blair  inquired  about: 

•  Availability  to  the  public  of  a  draft  scope  of  work  and  whether  the  document  would  change 
in  the  future.  Mr.  Power  reported  that  master  planning  efforts  may  change  as  the  project 
moves  forward. 

•  Stakeholder  involvement  in  planning  meetings.  Mr.  Power  reported  that  he  had  met  with 
the  consultant  team,  Member  Milne,  and  additional  Council  members  several  weeks  ago  to 
discuss  how  agencies  could  be  brought  together  on  this  effort  and  policies  and  regulations 
concerning  urban  forestry  work.  Mr.  Power  explained  that  he  would  be  meeting  with  the 
consultant  team  and  stakeholders  on  a  monthly  basis. 
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•  Whether  the  memo  that  Mr.  Power  would  be  providing  to  the  Council  would  explain  the 
scope  of  work  that  is  planned.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  memo  would  cover  this  topic. 

•  Requested  that  the  Council  be  provided  a  list  of  the  consultant  team,  sub-consultants,  and 
their  affiliation.  Mr.  Power  reported  that  the  Planning  Department  has  a  limited  budget  as  to 
how  staff  time  is  used,  but  would  be  happy  to  prepare  a  memo  describing  the  team's 
qualifications. 

•  Asked  whether  the  Plan  would  be  posted  online  for  public  review  and  comment.  Mr.  Power 
explained  that  the  Planning  Department  is  in  the  process  of  developing  a  website  that 
would  be  hosted  by  the  City's  web  server  and  would  link  to  the  Planning  Department's  site. 
Member  Blair  requested  a  memo  explaining  the  location  of  the  web  page  and  schedule  of 
when  it  would  become  effective. 

Mr.  Power  reported  that  additional  information  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  would  be 
provided  to  the  Council  as  it  becomes  available. 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership  Ordinance  Amendments.  (Informational  Report  and 
Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  Board  of  Supervisors  Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership 
Ordinance)  Speaker:  Deputy  City  Attorney  Alicia  Cabrera 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  the  legislation  amending  the  membership  of  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  was  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  The  legislation  would 
provide  for  a  total  of  eleven  voting  members  and  four  advisory  members  appointed  by  the 
following: 

•  Seven  voting  Urban  Forestry  Council  members  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors; 

•  Two  voting  members  appointed  by  City  Departments  that  include  the  Planning  Department 
and  the  Department  of  Public  Works; 

•  Two  voting  members  appointed  by  the  Mayor. 

•  Two  Department  advisory  members-one  to  be  appointed  by  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  and  one  from  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department;  and 

•  Two  additional  advisory  members-one  representative  from  the  Redevelopment  Agency  and 
one  from  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  who  would  be  invited  to  send 
representatives. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  the  Ordinance  contains  a  clause  that  terminates  the 
membership  of  all  current  members  30  days  after  its  effective  date.  Members  are  able  to  hold 
over  their  seat  for  an  additional  60  days,  but  if  an  appointment  has  been  made  before  then,  the 
member's  appointment  would  terminate  at  that  time. 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  all  members  would  have  to  reapply  for  their  seat  and  inquired  how 
department  members'  appointments  would  be  made.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  explained 
that  department  heads  would  be  required  to  send  a  letter  to  the  Council  office  appointing  or 
reappointing  a  member.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Rules  Committee 
would  be  considering  appointments  to  the  Council  at  a  Committee  meeting.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Cabrera  explained  that  members  should  send  in  their  applications  individually  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Board's  office. 
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Chair  Milne  inquired  about  the  difference  in  new  membership  requirements  for  members 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Golden  Gate  National 
Recreation  Area  (GGNRA)  member  is  no  longer  appointed  by  the  Board,  and  one  seat  has 
changed  from  a  community  member  to  a  member  that  is  certified  by  a  professional  tree 
management  organization.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Mayor  would  be  making  two 
appointments.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  the  membership  requirements  for  the 
appointments  that  the  Mayor  would  fill  would  include  one  member  from  the  tree  care  industry 
and  one  member  at  large. 

Member  Sustarich  inquired  how  the  change  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  (PUC) 
appointment  to  advisory  would  affect  Committee  membership  and  voting  capabilities.  Deputy 
City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  the  PUC  appointment  would  be  allowed  to  attend  the 
meeting  and  provide  input  with  permission  of  the  Chair,  but  would  not  be  allowed  to  vote.  Chair 
Milne  reported  that  this  rule  would  apply  to  all  advisory  members  serving  on  Council 
Committees. 

Chair  Milne  asked  whether  a  change  of  Bylaws  would  be  required  if  the  Committee  structure 
were  to  change.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  an  amendment  to  the  Bylaws 
would  be  required  since  the  Council's  Bylaws  lists  the  number  of  members.  Chair  Milne 
inquired  whether  advisory  members  could  be  asked  to  attend  all  meetings  or  just  necessary 
meetings.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  advisory  members  can  be  asked  to 
attend  every  meeting,  but  their  attendance  would  not  count  toward  a  meeting  quorum. 

Member  Short  asked  if  existing  members  would  submit  their  application  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  and  the  Mayor.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  members  can  submit  an 
application  to  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  would  report  on  the  process  for 
submitting  applications  to  the  Mayor  after  she  has  researched  the  process.  Chair  Milne 
reported  that  a  letter  is  sent  to  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Commission  appointments,  and  the  Mayor 
makes  appointments  that  are  effective  immediately. 

Member  Habert  inquired  about  what  future  action  has  to  take  place  in  regard  to  his  membership 
as  an  advisory  member  from  the  Redevelopment  Agency.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the 
Redevelopment  Agency  Director  would  be  required  to  send  an  appointment  letter  to  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  he  received  a  memo  from  the  GGNRA  stating  that  they  want  to 
withdraw  their  membership  from  the  Council  even  though  the  legislation  specifically  mentions 
their  membership.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  the  legislation  states  that  their 
attendance  is  by  invitation  and  would  not  be  mandatory,  so  the  Ordinance  would  not  have  to  be 
amended  because  of  the  request. 

Member  Blair  inquired  when  the  Ordinance  would  be  effective.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Cabrera  reported  that  the  Ordinance  would  become  effective  30  days  after  the  effective 
date.  The  effective  date  of  the  Ordinance  is  October  19 th  and  thirty  days  after  October 
19  th  is  November  19  th .  Members  could  hold  over  their  position  60  days  after 
November  19th  unless  a  reappointment  has  been  made  to  that  specific  position.  It  was 
suggested  that  members  start  reapplying  at  this  time. 
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5.  Resolution  Commending  Vice-Chair  Kelly  Quirke  for  his  Service  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  UFC  Res  File  2008-1 0-UFC  Kelly 
Quirke  Commendation) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  Member  Quirke  resigned  from  the  Council  and  as  Director  to  Friends 
of  the  Urban  Forest. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Alan  Grossman  stated  that  it  was  unfortunate  that  Member  Quirke  had 
resigned  and  commended  his  good  work  on  the  Council.  Mr.  Grossman  stated  that  he  knows 
that  Member  Quirke  appreciates  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  commendation  and  that  he  hopes 
that  Member  Quirke's  successor  will  be  as  qualified  as  he  is. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Short  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich,  the  Resolution  was  adopted 
without  objection  (Explanatory  Document:  Final  Resolution  No.  009-08-UFC).  Absent: 
Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Miller. 

6.  Selection  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Letterhead.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Explanatory  Documents:  UFC  Letterhead  Template  Draft  1;  UFC  Letterhead  Template  Draft  2: 
and  UFC  Letterhead  Template  Draft  3)  SPEAKER:  Coordinator  Hui 

Council  members  provided  their  recommendations  on  letterhead  format,  font  size,  color,  and 
content.  A  discussion  was  held  on  cost  factors  related  to  using  stationery  color  as  opposed  to 
black  print.  Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  the  Council  does  not  use  a  significant  amount  of 
letterhead  so  cost  would  not  be  a  significant  factor. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Habert  without  objection,  Council 
members  approved  the  letterhead  title  to  read  "San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council"  without 
objection.  Absent:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Miller. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Short,  without  objection,  Tahoma 
font  was  selected,  text  would  be  aligned  to  the  left,  the  title  letters  would  be  expanded  in  width 
across  the  page,  and  contain  two  lines.  Absent:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and 
Miller. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  without  objection,  green  was 
selected  as  the  font  color.  Absent:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Miller. 

7.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Discussion  and 
Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal: 
Graphic:  Landmark  Tree  Identification:  Proposed  Amended  Graphic,  and  Visible  Identification  of 
Landmark  Trees  Recommendation)  (Continued  from  the  August  26,  2008  Meeting) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  plaque  would  contain  only  a  tree  number  because  tree  names 
would  be  too  difficult  to  manufacture  as  each  plaque  would  have  to  be  different  and  would  cost 
more  to  reproduce.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Grants  Manager  advised  that  a  specific 
program  outline  would  be  required  before  seeking  grant  funding  for  this  project.  Chair  Milne 
explained  that  a  design  would  have  to  be  selected  to  send  to  the  Grant  Manager.  Coordinator 
Hui  explained  that  design,  cost,  and  number  of  plaques  requested  would  be  required. 
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Member  Short  recommended  that  the  proposal  contain  a  request  for  funding  for  design  work 
since  the  Council  does  not  have  the  funding  to  do  the  design.  It  was  explained  that  the  wording, 
material,  size,  and  thickness  would  have  an  effect  on  the  cost. 

Member  Blair  inquired  whether  the  City  has  artists  to  consult  with  on  the  design.  It  was 
recommended  that  the  plaque  should  be  educational,  contain  the  name  of  the  tree,  and  have  an 
artist's  rendition.  Member  Sherk  recommended  including  the  Latin  and  common  name  as  well 
as  the  place  of  origin.  Member  Short  reported  that  the  City  and  the  Department  of  the 
Environment  does  employ  graphic  designers  and  artists. 

Member  Short  recommended  requesting  funding  for  a  bigger  9"  size  plaque.  Member  Blair 
discussed  the  location  where  the  plaque  would  be  placed.  Member  Short  explained  that  the 
Bureau  of  Street  Use  and  Mapping  would  have  to  grant  permission  to  place  something  on  the 
curb  or  sidewalk.  Member  Short  recommended  a  small  plate  that  could  be  stamped  with  a 
number  or  species  name  that  would  be  separately  attached  to  the  plaque,  and  asked  the 
Coordinator  to  research  the  cost  of  a  2/5  plate  that  can  be  separately  stamped.  Member 
Griswold  recommended  a  3-inch  diameter  that  is  similar  to  the  USGS  that  would  be  more 
versatile.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  website  could  provide  additional  information  that  cannot 
be  included  on  the  plaque. 

Member  Rodgers  left  the  meeting  during  discussion  of  this  item. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Short  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich  without  objection,  the 
Proposed  Amended  Graphic  was  approved.  Absent:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks. 
Miller  and  Rodgers. 

Agency  Reporting  Requirements  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Methods  for  pursuing 
responses  for  the  Annual  Urban  Forest  Report  from  non-reporting  City  departments  and 
agencies.  (Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  NonReportinq  Agencies  UFC  Annual  Report) 
SPEAKER:  Coordinator  Hui 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Council  previously  requested  that  departments  that  did  not 
respond  to  the  Annual  Report  surveys  attend  meetings  to  explain  why  they  did  not  respond 
Chair  Milne  reported  that  six  departments  did  not  respond  to  the  survey,  and  one  agency 
reported  that  they  would  not  respond.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Presidio  Trust  reported 
that  they  would  not  respond  due  to  legal  concerns.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  the 
Redevelopment  Agency  and  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  also  did  not  respond. 
Member  Short  asked  Coordinator  Hui  to  inquire  whether  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Greening  Director 
had  contacted  the  agencies  that  did  not  respond.  Member  Habert  reported  on  the  difficulty  in 
acquiring  information  for  this  report.  Member  Nervo  was  asked  who  the  best  contact  would  be 
at  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department,  and  she  had  responded  that  it  would  be  Mr.  Dennis 
Kerns.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  San  Francisco  Tree  Council  could  submit  data  on 
assessment  of  parks  that  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  should  have  in  relation  to  the 
urban  forest  and  natural  areas  program. 

Member  Short  explained  that  the  legislation  requires  agencies  to  respond  and  recommended 
that  they  should  be  asked  to  attend  a  Council  meeting  to  explain  their  behavior.  It  was  stated 
that  if  these  agencies  are  ignoring  the  survey,  it  might  not  be  easy  to  get  them  to  attend  a 
Council  meeting  explaining  why.  It  was  suggested  that  Coordinator  Hui  also  check  the  list  of 
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contacts  for  accuracy.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  departments  had  responded  to  her 
confirming  current  contacts  or  providing  new  ones.  Chair  Milne  instructed  Coordinator  Hui  to 
ensure  that  the  Mayor's  Director  of  Greening  contact  the  agencies  that  did  not  respond. 

9.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  topics  that 
include:  status  of  the  monthly  meeting  with  the  Mayor's  Office;  landmark  tree  nominations 
approved  and/or  pending  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor;  update  of  the  landmark 
tree  web  page;  status  of  Landmark  Tree  Certificates;  landmark  tree  criteria  update  submittal; 
landmark  tree  outreach;  urban  forest  funding  presentation  to  the  Council;  Annual  Urban  Forest 
Report  status;  approval  of  the  City  seal  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  letterhead;  Council 
appointments;  arborist  certification  exam  classes,  presentation  to  the  Commission  on  the 
Environment's  Policy  Committee  on  urban  forestry  activity,  and  her  attendance  at  Department 
staff  retreats  on  October  2  and  7  (see  Staff  Report  for  additional  information). 

10.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  October  16,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Chair  Short  reported  that  the  Planning  Committee  at  their  September  meeting  (1)  discussed 
Council  letterhead  and  recommended  that  Coordinator  Hui  create  models  to  present  at  today's 
meeting;  (2)  discussed  the  Council's  Priority  Work  Plan  Action  Items  and  how  it  would  relate  to 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan;  (3)  discussed  the  problem  of  non-reporting  agencies  to  the 
Annual  Report  Survey  and  recommended  that  the  full  Council  discuss  the  issue;  and  (4) 
discussed  better  tree  protection  on  large-scale  development  projects.  It  was  suggested  that 
members  review  current  plans  and  request  that  representatives  be  invited  to  present  plans 
before  the  Council.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  address  better  tree 
protection  on  large-scale  development  projects. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss — Chair  Boss  was  not  in  attendance  to  issue  a 
report.  The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  October  14,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall, 
Room  421. 

11.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion).  Chair  Milne  announced  that  Coordinator  Hui  and  he  met  with  a  Recreation  and 
Park  Department  planner  to  discuss  bond  funding  that  the  department  had  received  for  urban 
forestry  activities.  It  was  reported  that  the  planner  had  a  lot  of  information  to  share,  but  could 
not  provide  information  on  financial  strategies  for  future  funding  for  urban  forestry  activities. 
Chair  Milne  explained  that  a  presentation  would  be  made  to  the  Council  when  more  information 
is  researched  on  how  to  acquire  bond  funding  for  tree  maintenance. 

12.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion).  Member  Blair  explained 
that  the  San  Francisco  Tree  Council  was  called  to  save  a  tree  and  commended  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  and  the  Police  Department  Central  Station  for  their  effort  in  saving  the  tree. 
Member  Blair  explained  that  the  31 1  employees  were  not  aware  of  the  Police  number  that  they 
should  call  or  give  out  to  the  public  to  call  when  a  tree  needs  maintenance  or  for  tree  violations. 
Member  Blair  reported  that  she  had  emailed  311  supervisors  to  advise  them  of  the  correct 
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number.  Member  Blair  suggested  that  the  Council  take  an  interest  in  issuing  a  formal  request  to 
the  31 1  Department.  Member  Short  reported  that  she  had  contacted  a  31 1  supervisor  to  make 
sure  they  have  the  Police  non-emergency  number  and  explained  that  she  does  interact  with 
them  on  a  monthly  basis.  Member  Short  reported  that  31 1  forwards  dozens  of  service  requests 
to  DPW  daily  and  DPW  does  do  follow-up. 

13.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  of  the 
Environment  thanked  the  Council  and  commended  members  for  their  hard  work,  dedication, 
and  service  throughout  their  appointment  to  the  Council  and  stated  that  she  looks  forward  to 
working  with  the  Council  in  the  future. 

14.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  11:35  a.m. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  October  28,  2008  at 
5:30  p.m.  in  Room  416,  City  Hall. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the 
Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5 
p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council 
Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.Fish(a>Sfgov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Approved: 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  REGULAR  MEETING 

APPROVED  MINUTES  DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

Friday,  September  26,  2008,  10:00  a.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

f»  s 

.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action 

Order  of  Business 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  convened  at  10:08  a.m. 
Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Griswold,  Habert,  Nervo,  Sherk  (10:15),  Rodgers,  Short 
and  Sustarich.  Excused:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Miller;  One  Vacant. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  August  26,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Short,  the 
August  26,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection.  Absent:  Members  Boss, 
Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  Miller  and  Sherk  (Explanatory  Document:  August  26,  2008  Approved 
Minutes). 

3.  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  Update  (A  Comprehensive  Plan  to  Guide  Urban  Forest  Planners 
and  Stakeholders  in  Future  Efforts.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  (Continued  from  the 
August  26,  2008  Meeting)  Speaker:  Mr.  Andres  Power,  San  Francisco  Planning  Department 

Mr.  Power  described  planning  efforts  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  and  reported  that  he  was 
working  on  compiling  a  memo  for  the  consultant  team  on  the  policies  and  regulations  that  affect 
urban  forestry  activities  in  the  City  that  would  be  presented  to  EDAW.  the  primary  consultant, 
later  today.  Mr.  Power  explained  that  a  meeting  is  scheduled  for  today  with  the  consultant  team 
to  work  on  a  vision  and  goals  plan  and  that  after  completion  of  the  plan,  the  first  public  outreach 
event  would  be  scheduled.  It  was  reported  that  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  is  progressing  on 
schedule  at  this  point,  and  it  is  expected  that  a  draft  would  be  available  for  public  review  in  the 
spring  of  next  year. 

Member  Short  reported  on  the  Planning  Committee's  discussion  on  how  the  Council  and  Urban 
Forest  Master  Plan  goals  might  overlap  and  asked  Mr.  Power  to  review  the  Council's  Priority 
Work  Action  Items  to  provide  feedback  and  recommend  how  best  to  interact  on  these  items. 

Member  Blair  inquired  about: 

•  Availability  to  the  public  of  a  draft  scope  of  work  and  whether  the  document  would  change 
in  the  future.  Mr.  Power  reported  that  master  planning  efforts  may  change  as  the  project 
moves  forward. 

•  Stakeholder  involvement  in  planning  meetings.  Mr.  Power  reported  that  he  had  met  with 
the  consultant  team,  Member  Milne,  and  additional  Council  members  several  weeks  ago  to 
discuss  how  agencies  could  be  brought  together  on  this  effort  and  policies  and  regulations 
concerning  urban  forestry  work.  Mr.  Power  explained  that  he  would  be  meeting  with  the 
consultant  team  and  stakeholders  on  a  monthly  basis. 
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•  Whether  the  memo  that  Mr.  Power  would  be  providing  to  the  Council  would  explain  the 
scope  of  work  that  is  planned.  Mr.  Power  stated  that  the  memo  would  cover  this  topic. 

•  Requested  that  the  Council  be  provided  a  list  of  the  consultant  team,  sub-consultants,  and 
their  affiliation.  Mr.  Power  reported  that  the  Planning  Department  has  a  limited  budget  as  to 
how  staff  time  is  used,  but  would  be  happy  to  prepare  a  memo  describing  the  team's 
qualifications. 

•  Asked  whether  the  Plan  would  be  posted  online  for  public  review  and  comment.  Mr.  Power 
explained  that  the  Planning  Department  is  in  the  process  of  developing  a  website  that 
would  be  hosted  by  the  City's  web  server  and  would  link  to  the  Planning  Department's  site. 
Member  Blair  requested  a  memo  explaining  the  location  of  the  web  page  and  schedule  of 
when  it  would  become  effective. 

Mr.  Power  reported  that  additional  information  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  would  be 
provided  to  the  Council  as  it  becomes  available. 

Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership  Ordinance  Amendments.  (Informational  Report  and 
Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  Board  of  Supervisors  Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership 
Ordinance)  Speaker:  Deputy  City  Attorney  Alicia  Cabrera 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  the  legislation  amending  the  membership  of  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  was  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  The  legislation  would 
provide  for  a  total  of  eleven  voting  members  and  four  advisory  members  appointed  by  the 
following: 

•  Seven  voting  Urban  Forestry  Council  members  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors; 

•  Two  voting  members  appointed  by  City  Departments  that  include  the  Planning  Department 
and  the  Department  of  Public  Works; 

•  Two  voting  members  appointed  by  the  Mayor. 

•  Two  Department  advisory  members-one  to  be  appointed  by  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utilities  Commission  and  one  from  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department;  and 

•  Two  additional  advisory  members-one  representative  from  the  Redevelopment  Agency  and 
one  from  the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  who  would  be  invited  to  send 
representatives. 

Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  the  Ordinance  contains  a  clause  that  terminates  the 
membership  of  all  current  members  30  days  after  its  effective  date.  Members  are  able  to  hold 
over  their  seat  for  an  additional  60  days,  but  if  an  appointment  has  been  made  before  then,  the 
member's  appointment  would  terminate  at  that  time. 

Chair  Milne  explained  that  all  members  would  have  to  reapply  for  their  seat  and  inquired  how 
department  members'  appointments  would  be  made.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  explained 
that  department  heads  would  be  required  to  send  a  letter  to  the  Council  office  appointing  or 
reappointing  a  member.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Rules  Committee 
would  be  considering  appointments  to  the  Council  at  a  Committee  meeting.  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Cabrera  explained  that  members  should  send  in  their  applications  individually  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Board's  office. 
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Chair  Milne  inquired  about  the  difference  in  new  membership  requirements  for  members 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Golden  Gate  National 
Recreation  Area  (GGNRA)  member  is  no  longer  appointed  by  the  Board,  and  one  seat  has 
changed  from  a  community  member  to  a  member  that  is  certified  by  a  professional  tree 
management  organization.  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Mayor  would  be  making  two 
appointments.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  the  membership  requirements  for  the 
appointments  that  the  Mayor  would  fill  would  include  one  member  from  the  tree  care  industry 
and  one  member  at  large. 

Member  Sustarich  inquired  how  the  change  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  (PUC) 
appointment  to  advisory  would  affect  Committee  membership  and  voting  capabilities.  Deputy 
City  Attorney  Cabrera  advised  that  the  PUC  appointment  would  be  allowed  to  attend  the 
meeting  and  provide  input  with  permission  of  the  Chair,  but  would  not  be  allowed  to  vote.  Chair 
Milne  reported  that  this  rule  would  apply  to  all  advisory  members  serving  on  Council 
Committees. 

Chair  Milne  asked  whether  a  change  of  Bylaws  would  be  required  if  the  Committee  structure 
were  to  change.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  an  amendment  to  the  Bylaws 
would  be  required  since  the  Council's  Bylaws  lists  the  number  of  members.  Chair  Milne 
inquired  whether  advisory  members  could  be  asked  to  attend  all  meetings  or  just  necessary 
meetings.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  advisory  members  can  be  asked  to 
attend  every  meeting,  but  their  attendance  would  not  count  toward  a  meeting  quorum. 

Member  Short  asked  if  existing  members  would  submit  their  application  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  and  the  Mayor.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  members  can  submit  an 
application  to  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  would  report  on  the  process  for 
submitting  applications  to  the  Mayor  after  she  has  researched  the  process.  Chair  Milne 
reported  that  a  letter  is  sent  to  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Commission  appointments,  and  the  Mayor 
makes  appointments  that  are  effective  immediately. 

Member  Habert  inquired  about  what  future  action  has  to  take  place  in  regard  to  his  membership 
as  an  advisory  member  from  the  Redevelopment  Agency.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the 
Redevelopment  Agency  Director  would  be  required  to  send  an  appointment  letter  to  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council. 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  he  received  a  memo  from  the  GGNRA  stating  that  they  want  to 
withdraw  their  membership  from  the  Council  even  though  the  legislation  specifically  mentions 
their  membership.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  reported  that  the  legislation  states  that  their 
attendance  is  by  invitation  and  would  not  be  mandatory,  so  the  Ordinance  would  not  have  to  be 
amended  because  of  the  request. 

Member  Blair  inquired  when  the  Ordinance  would  be  effective.  Deputy  City  Attorney 
Cabrera  reported  that  the  Ordinance  would  become  effective  30  days  after  the  effective 
date.  The  effective  date  of  the  Ordinance  is  October  19  th  and  thirty  days  after  October 
1 9 th  is  November  1 9 th .  Members  could  hold  over  their  position  60  days  after 
November  19th  unless  a  reappointment  has  been  made  to  that  specific  position.  It  was 
suggested  that  members  start  reapplying  at  this  time. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

September  26,  2008  Approved  Meeting  Minutes 
Page  4 


5.  Resolution  Commending  Vice-Chair  Kelly  Quirke  for  his  Service  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  (Discussion  and  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  UFC  Res  File  2008-1 0-UFC  Kelly 
Quirke  Commendation) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  Member  Quirke  resigned  from  the  Council  and  as  Director  to  Friends 
of  the  Urban  Forest. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Allen  Grossman  stated  that  it  was  unfortunate  that  Member  Quirke  had 
resigned  and  commended  his  good  work  on  the  Council.  Mr.  Grossman  stated  that  he  knows 
that  Member  Quirke  appreciates  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  commendation  and  that  he  hopes 
that  Member  Quirke's  successor  will  be  as  qualified  as  he  is. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Short  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich,  the  Resolution  was  adopted 
without  objection  (Explanatory  Document:  Final  Resolution  No.  009-08-UFC.  Absent: 
Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Miller. 

6.  Selection  of  Urban  Forestry  Council  Letterhead.  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Explanatory  Documents:  UFC  Letterhead  Template  Draft  1;  UFC  Letterhead  Template  Draft  2: 
and  UFC  Letterhead  Template  Draft  3)  SPEAKER:  Coordinator  Hui 

Council  members  provided  their  recommendations  on  letterhead  format,  font  size,  color,  and 
content.  A  discussion  was  held  on  cost  factors  related  to  using  stationery  color  as  opposed  to 
black  print.  Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  the  Council  does  not  use  a  significant  amount  of 
letterhead  so  cost  would  not  be  a  significant  factor. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Habert  without  objection,  Council 
members  approved  the  letterhead  title  to  read  "San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council"  without 
objection.  Absent:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Miller. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Short,  without  objection,  Tahoma 
font  was  selected,  text  would  be  aligned  to  the  left,  the  title  letters  would  be  expanded  in  width 
across  the  page,  and  contain  two  lines.  Absent:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and 
Miller. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Rodgers  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  without  objection,  green  was 
selected  as  the  font  color.  Absent:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks,  and  Miller. 
(Explanatory  Document:  Letterhead  Final) 

7.  Proposal  for  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  (Discussion  and 
Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal: 
Graphic:  Landmark  Tree  Identification;  Proposed  Amended  Graphic,  and  Visible  Identification  of 
Landmark  Trees  Recommendation)  (Continued  from  the  August  26,  2008  Meeting) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  plaque  would  contain  only  a  tree  number  because  tree  names 
would  be  too  difficult  to  manufacture  as  each  plaque  would  have  to  be  different  and  would  cost 
more  to  reproduce.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Grants  Manager  advised  that  a  specific 
program  outline  would  be  required  before  seeking  grant  funding  for  this  project.  Chair  Milne 
explained  that  a  design  would  have  to  be  selected  to  send  to  the  Grant  Manager.  Coordinator 
Hui  explained  that  design,  cost,  and  number  of  plaques  requested  would  be  required. 
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Member  Short  recommended  that  the  proposal  contain  a  request  for  funding  for  design  work 
since  the  Council  does  not  have  the  funding  to  do  the  design.  It  was  explained  that  the  wording, 
material,  size,  and  thickness  would  have  an  effect  on  the  cost. 

Member  Blair  inquired  whether  the  City  has  artists  to  consult  with  on  the  design.  It  was 
recommended  that  the  plaque  should  be  educational,  contain  the  name  of  the  tree,  and  have  an 
artist's  rendition.  Member  Sherk  recommended  including  the  Latin  and  common  name  as  well 
as  the  place  of  origin.   Member  Short  reported  that  the  City  and  the  Department  of  the 
Environment  does  employ  graphic  designers  and  artists. 

Member  Short  recommended  requesting  funding  for  a  bigger  9"  size  plaque.  Member  Blair 
discussed  the  location  where  the  plaque  would  be  placed.  Member  Short  explained  that  the 
Bureau  of  Street  Use  and  Mapping  would  have  to  grant  permission  to  place  something  on  the 
curb  or  sidewalk.  Member  Short  recommended  a  small  plate  that  could  be  stamped  with  a 
number  or  species  name  that  would  be  separately  attached  to  the  plaque,  and  asked  the 
Coordinator  to  research  the  cost  of  a  2/5  plate  that  can  be  separately  stamped.  Member 
Griswold  recommended  a  3-inch  diameter  that  is  similar  to  the  USGS  that  would  be  more 
versatile.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  website  could  provide  additional  information  that  cannot 
be  included  on  the  plaque. 

Member  Rodgers  left  the  meeting  during  discussion  of  this  item. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Short  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich  without  objection,  the 
Proposed  Amended  Graphic  was  approved.  Absent:  Members  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan,  Marks, 
Miller  and  Rodgers. 

Agency  Reporting  Requirements  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Methods  for  pursuing 
responses  for  the  Annual  Urban  Forest  Report  from  non-reporting  City  departments  and 
agencies.  (Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  NonReportinq  Agencies  UFC  Annual  Report) 
SPEAKER:  Coordinator  Hui 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Council  previously  requested  that  departments  that  did  not 
respond  to  the  Annual  Report  surveys  attend  meetings  to  explain  why  they  did  not  respond. 
Chair  Milne  reported  that  six  departments  did  not  respond  to  the  survey,  and  one  agency 
reported  that  they  would  not  respond.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Presidio  Trust  reported 
that  they  would  not  respond  due  to  legal  concerns.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  the 
Redevelopment  Agency  and  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  also  did  not  respond. 
Member  Short  asked  Coordinator  Hui  to  inquire  whether  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Greening  Director 
had  contacted  the  agencies  that  did  not  respond.  Member  Habert  reported  on  the  difficulty  in 
acquiring  information  for  this  report.  Member  Nervo  was  asked  who  the  best  contact  would  be 
at  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department,  and  she  had  responded  that  it  would  be  Mr.  Dennis 
Kerns.  Member  Blair  stated  that  the  San  Francisco  Tree  Council  could  submit  data  on 
assessment  of  parks  that  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  should  have  in  relation  to  the 
urban  forest  and  natural  areas  program. 

Member  Short  explained  that  the  legislation  requires  agencies  to  respond  and  recommended 
that  they  should  be  asked  to  attend  a  Council  meeting  to  explain  their  behavior.  It  was  stated 
that  if  these  agencies  are  ignoring  the  survey,  it  might  not  be  easy  to  get  them  to  attend  a 
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Council  meeting  explaining  why.  It  was  suggested  that  Coordinator  Hui  also  check  the  list  of 
contacts  for  accuracy.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  departments  had  responded  to  her 
confirming  current  contacts  or  providing  new  ones.  Chair  Milne  instructed  Coordinator  Hui  to 
ensure  that  the  Mayor's  Director  of  Greening  contact  the  agencies  that  did  not  respond. 

9.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  topics  that 
include:  status  of  the  monthly  meeting  with  the  Mayor's  Office;  landmark  tree  nominations 
approved  and/or  pending  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor;  update  of  the  landmark 
tree  web  page;  status  of  Landmark  Tree  Certificates;  landmark  tree  criteria  update  submittal; 
landmark  tree  outreach;  urban  forest  funding  presentation  to  the  Council;  Annual  Urban  Forest 
Report  status;  approval  of  the  City  seal  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  letterhead;  Council 
appointments;  arborist  certification  exam  classes,  presentation  to  the  Commission  on  the 
Environment's  Policy  Committee  on  urban  forestry  activity,  and  her  attendance  at  Department 
staff  retreats  on  October  2  and  7  (see  Staff  Report  for  additional  information). 

10.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  October  16,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Chair  Short  reported  that  the  Planning  Committee  at  their  September  meeting  (1)  discussed 
Council  letterhead  and  recommended  that  Coordinator  Hui  create  models  to  present  at  today's 
meeting;  (2)  discussed  the  Council's  Priority  Work  Plan  Action  Items  and  how  it  would  relate  to 
the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan;  (3)  discussed  the  problem  of  non-reporting  agencies  to  the 
Annual  Report  Survey  and  recommended  that  the  full  Council  discuss  the  issue;  and  (4) 
discussed  better  tree  protection  on  large-scale  development  projects.  It  was  suggested  that 
members  review  current  plans  and  request  that  representatives  be  invited  to  present  plans 
before  the  Council.  It  was  recommended  that  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  address  better  tree 
protection  on  large-scale  development  projects. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss — Chair  Boss  was  not  in  attendance  to  issue  a 
report.  The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  October  14,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall, 
Room  421. 

11.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion).  Chair  Milne  announced  that  Coordinator  Hui  and  he  met  with  a  Recreation  and 
Park  Department  planner  to  discuss  bond  funding  that  the  department  had  received  for  urban 
forestry  activities.  It  was  reported  that  the  planner  had  a  lot  of  information  to  share,  but  could 
not  provide  information  on  financial  strategies  for  future  funding  for  urban  forestry  activities. 
Chair  Milne  explained  that  a  presentation  would  be  made  to  the  Council  when  more  information 
is  researched  on  how  to  acquire  bond  funding  for  tree  maintenance. 

12.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion).  Member  Blair  explained 
that  the  San  Francisco  Tree  Council  was  called  to  save  a  tree  and  commended  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  and  the  Police  Department  Central  Station  for  their  effort  in  saving  the  tree. 
Member  Blair  explained  that  the  31 1  employees  were  not  aware  of  the  Police  number  that  they 
should  call  or  give  out  to  the  public  to  call  when  a  tree  needs  maintenance  or  for  tree  violations. 
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Member  Blair  reported  that  she  had  emailed  31 1  supervisors  to  advise  them  of  the  correct 
number.  Member  Blair  suggested  that  the  Council  take  an  interest  in  issuing  a  formal  request  to 
the  31 1  Department.  Member  Short  reported  that  she  had  contacted  a  31 1  supervisor  to  make 
sure  they  have  the  Police  non-emergency  number  and  explained  that  she  does  interact  with 
them  on  a  monthly  basis.  Member  Short  reported  that  31 1  forwards  dozens  of  service  requests 
to  DPW  daily  and  DPW  does  do  follow-up. 

13.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  of  the 
Environment  thanked  the  Council  and  commended  members  for  their  hard  work,  dedication, 
and  service  throughout  their  appointment  to  the  Council  and  stated  that  she  looks  forward  to 
working  with  the  Council  in  the  future. 

14.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  11:35  a.m. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  October  28,  2008  at 
5:30  p.m.  in  Room  416,  City  Hall. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the 
Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5 
p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council 
Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at 
Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Approved:  October  28,  2008 


GAVIN  NEWSOM,  MAYOR 
JARED  BLUMENFELD,  DIRECTOR 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 


1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  September  26,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Explanatory  Document:  September  26,  2008  Draft  Minutes)  (Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership  Ordinance  Amendments  and  the  Reapplication 
Process.  (Continued  Discussion  from  the  September  28,  2008  Meeting)  (Informational  Report 
and  Discussion)  Speaker:  Chair  Milne 

4.  Status  Report  on  Agency  Reporting  Requirements  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 
(Continued  Discussion  from  the  September  28,  2008  Meeting)  (Informational  Report  and 
Discussion)  Speaker:  Coordinator  Hui 

5.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report) 

6.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  November  20,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  November  11,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421 .  (This  meeting  will  be  rescheduled  or  cancelled  due  to  a  legal  holiday.) 

7.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion) 

8.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion). 

9.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

10.  Adjournment. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Friday,  December  12,  2008  at 
10:00  a.m.,  in  Room  400,  City  Hall. 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction  of  the 
Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may 
address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the 
public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda.  This  rule 
applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.    In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the  Council  is  limited 

to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA. 
The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations 
Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F 
Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI 


accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness 
Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  (  ompiex 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  tor  which  the  deadline 
shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the  use  of  a  reader 
during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  I  ish  at 
(415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity 
or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical  based 
products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call 
the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional  information. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other 
agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before 
the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Sunshine  Task  I  orce 
Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724; 
Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotfi@sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  bv  the  San 
Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity. 
For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness  Avenue.  Suite  3900,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at  www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be 
advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a  cell 
phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  Environment,  I  I  Grove  Street.  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  upon  request  to  the  Council 
Secretary  at  the  above  address,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fishfl  Slgov.org,  or  at  the  Council's  meeting 
agenda  and  minutes  link  within  three  business  days  of  a  meeting.  If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been 
distributed  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  after  distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  during  normal  office  hours  or  will  he  made  available  at 
the  meeting  website  link  as  links  to  the  agenda  or  meeting  minutes  (by  item). 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  Uce-Gec 
paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Council  and  (he  public.  
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 


Order  of  Business 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  convened  at  5:48  p.m.  Present:  Chair 
Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan  (5:50  p.m.),  Rodgers,  Sherk,  Short,  Sustarich;  Excused: 
Member  Miller;  Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Habert,  Marks,  Nervo  (One  Vacant). 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  September  26,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  without  objection, 
the  September  26,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  (Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Habert,  Hillan, 
Marks,  Miller  and  Nervo)  (Explanatory  Document:  September  26. 2008  Approved  Minutes 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=90252) 

3.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership  Ordinance  Amendments  and  the  Reapplication  Process. 

(Continued  Discussion  from  the  September  26,  2008  Meeting)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 
Speaker:  Chair  Milne 

Council  Members  discussed  the  status  of  their  membership  applications  and  their  intention  for  reapplying. 
Department  representatives  reported  that  their  department  heads  would  be  issuing  or  have  issued 
appointment  letters.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  his  understanding  was  that  the  Golden  Gate  National 
Recreation  Area  (GGNRA)  would  not  be  appointing  an  advisory  member  to  the  Council,  but  that  Member 
Griswold  would  attend  if  advice  was  requested.  A  discussion  was  held  on  Ordinance  requirements  as  it 
relates  to  present  Council  membership  timelines.  It  was  reported  that  applications  would  be  considered  at 
the  November  13,  2008  Rules  Committee  meeting  and  that  applications  should  be  received  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board's  Office  ten  days  before  the  meeting.  Coordinator  Hui  recommended  that  members  do  outreach 
for  open  seats. 

4.  Status  Report  on  Agency  Reporting  Requirements  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Continued 
Discussion  from  the  September  26,  2008  Meeting)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  Speaker: 
Coordinator  Hui 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  does  not  have  a  status  report  to  issue  at  this  time  because  the  past  two 
monthly  meetings  with  the  Greening  Director  had  been  cancelled  due  to  scheduling  conflicts. 

5.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities.  (Informational 
Report  and  Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report  (Word) 
http://sfqov.orq/site/upioadedfiies/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/staffReportforOctoberUFCMeetinq.doc 


Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  (1)  the  status  of  current  and  new  landmark  tree  nominations,  (2)  updates  to 
the  landmark  tree  website;  (3)  approved  seal  for  landmark  tree  certificates  issued  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
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Board's  Office;  (4)  landmark  tree  criteria  introduction  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  (5)  landmark  tree 
outreach;  (6)  Board  of  Supervisors  Rules  Committee  meeting  on  appointments;  (7)  arborist  certification 
exam  classes;  (8)  presentation  on  protected  trees  at  the  311  department;  and  (9)  administrative  time 
allocation  to  the  Council.  Additional  information  is  available  by  accessing  the  explanatory  document 
above. 

Member  Blair  asked  the  Council  to  consider  a  City  policy  and/or  enforcement  measures  that  would  stop 
tree  companies  that  do  illegal  tree  pruning.  Member  Rodgers  recommended  that  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  issue  a  letter  to  the  Police  Department  informing  them  of  the  tree  protection  ordinance.  Chair 
Milne  recommended  that  the  Coordinator  create  a  letter  directed  to  the  Police  Department  Chief.  Member 
Cohen  stated  that  she  would  be  willing  to  create  an  educational  document  to  present  at  Police  precinct 
meetings. 

Member  Short  discussed  Department  of  Public  Works  fines  issued  for  illegal  or  extensive  pruning  and  lack 
of  enforcement  measures  as  it  relates  to  licensed  and  unlicensed  companies.  It  was  explained  that  the 
property  owner  is  the  legal  responsible  party  that  is  often  times  fined,  and  is  the  one  that  has  to  go  to  the 
tree  company  for  reimbursement  of  fines.  Member  Short  and  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  rules  be 
included  in  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  to  address  this  issue.  Member  Short  also  recommended  that  the 
Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  contain  a  list  of  recommended  tree  companies  that  can  be  given  out  to  the 
public.  Member  Rodgers  recommended  that  this  item  be  scheduled  as  an  agenda  item  for  a  future 
meeting. 

Ms.  Fish  reported  that  as  a  result  of  the  reduced  budget  allocation  to  the  Council,  that  the  Commission 
Secretary  would  no  longer  be  doing  quorum  checks  and  that  the  meeting  minutes  would  be  summaries  of 
actions  taken  instead  of  summaries  of  agenda  item  discussions.  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  the  Commission 
Secretary  would  also  not  be  attending  Committee  meetings  in  the  future. 

6.   Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  November  20,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Planning  Committee  Chair  Short  inquired  about  Committee  structure  under  the  new  Council  structure. 
Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Committee  structure  would  be  determined  once  members  are  appointed  to 
the  Council.  Chair  Short  discussed  the  possibility  of  cancelling  the  November  20th  Committee  meeting 
because  of  a  lack  of  agenda  items  and  membership  considerations.  Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  (1) 
Council  membership  could  change  by  November  20th  which  would  affect  Committee  membership;  and  (2) 
the  Committee  may  not  be  able  to  meet  before  a  Bylaws  amendment  notice  is  published  changing  the 
membership  structure,  as  seven  members  would  constitute  more  than  a  quorum  of  Council  members  and 
would  not  be  legal.  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  a  Bylaws  amendment  notice  would  be  required  ten  days  before 
the  next  Council  meeting  of  December  12th  in  order  to  change  the  Committee  structure. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  November  11,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421.  (This 
meeting  will  be  rescheduled  or  cancelled  due  to  a  legal  holiday.) 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Commission  Secretary  would  not  be  attending  Committee  meetings  in 
the  future  and  Committee  Chairs  would  be  in  charge  of  noticing  the  meetings.  Ms.  Fish  explained  that 
Committee  Chairs  would  now  be  required  to  assemble  agendas  and  send  them  to  the  secretary  a  week 
before  the  meeting. 
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Ms.  Fish  reported  that  she  would  work  on  rescheduling  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  to  the 
following  week  based  on  members'  and  room  availability. 

7.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and  Discussion) 
Council  Chair  Milne  reported  on  the  November  1 1th  legal  holiday,  that  the  Commission  Secretary  would  no 
longer  be  doing  quorum  checks,  and  that  members  should  contact  someone  if  they  re  not  able  to  attend  a 
meeting.  Ms.  Fish  explained  that  the  Council's  attendance  policy  requires  members  to  contact  the  Chair  or 
Commission  Secretary  if  they  are  not  able  to  attend  a  meeting  in  order  to  be  marked  as  excused; 
otherwise,  it  would  be  marked  as  an  absence. 

8.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion).  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  included  in 
the  Council's  packet  is  a  memorandum  from  the  City  Attorney's  Office  on  Political  Activity  by  City 

Employees  (PDF)  http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/bdtf/supportinq/2008/PoliticalActivitvMemo(1).pdf,  and  that 

members  should  contact  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  if  there  are  questions.  Member  Cohen  reported 
that  she  has  a  few  applicants  for  the  pilot  pocket  park  gardens  with  a  significant  or  landmark  tree,  and 
requested  that  members  submit  the  form  to  her  at  least  a  week  before  the  December  12  Council  meeting 
so  an  agenda  item  could  be  added  to  review  those  sites.  Member  Short  suggested  that  a  discussion  be 
held  on  what  the  Council  would  like  to  recommend  either  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  or  want  to  do 
themselves  about  the  continued  problem  of  illegal  pruning.  Member  Hillan  thanked  Council  members  and 
Coordinator  Hui  for  approving  the  landmark  tree  plaque  at  a  previous  meeting  and  requested  that  "City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco"  that  is  on  the  landmark  plaque,  read  from  left  to  right  instead  of  right  to  left. 

9.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

Member  Blair  inquired  how  the  Department  of  the  Environment  Directors  assignment  at  Recreation  and 
Park  Department  affects  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  time  that  Ms.  Fish  would  have  toward  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council.  Ms.  Fish  explained  that  the  Director's  position  at  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  is  not  tied  in  with  the  time  the  Commission  Secretary  is  allocated  to  the  Council.  It  was 
reported  that  Deputy  Director  Assmann  is  the  Acting  Director.  The  Commission  Secretary's  reduced  time 
to  the  Council  is  a  result  of  reduced  funding  to  the  Council.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  reduced  time 
allocation  is  because  the  City  departments  funded  at  a  reduced  level  this  fiscal  year.  Member  Short  stated 
that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  funding  was  not  cut  by  the  department,  but  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

10.  Adjournment.  The  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  6:40  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Caiifornia  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council 
Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  41 5-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish(a>Sfqov.orq.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 


Order  of  Business 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  convened  at  5:48  p.m.  Present:  Chair 
Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  Hillan  (5:50  p.m.),  Rodgers,  Sherk,  Short,  Sustarich;  Excused: 
Member  Miller;  Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Habert,  Marks,  Nervo  (One  Vacant). 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  September  26,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Rodgers,  without  objection, 
the  September  26,  2008  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  (Absent:  Members  Griswold,  Habert,  Hillan, 
Marks,  Miller  and  Nervo)  (Explanatory  Document:  September  26. 2008  Approved  Minutes 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=90252) 

3.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Membership  Ordinance  Amendments  and  the  Reapplication  Process. 

(Continued  Discussion  from  the  September  26,  2008  Meeting)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion) 
Speaker:  Chair  Milne 

Council  Members  discussed  the  status  of  their  membership  applications  and  their  intention  for  reapplying. 
Department  representatives  reported  that  their  department  heads  would  be  issuing  or  have  issued 
appointment  letters.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  his  understanding  was  that  the  Golden  Gate  National 
Recreation  Area  (GGNRA)  would  not  be  appointing  an  advisory  member  to  the  Council,  but  that  Member 
Griswold  would  attend  if  advice  was  requested.  A  discussion  was  held  on  Ordinance  requirements  as  it 
relates  to  present  Council  membership  timelines.  It  was  reported  that  applications  would  be  considered  at 
the  November  13,  2008  Rules  Committee  meeting  and  that  applications  should  be  received  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board's  Office  ten  days  before  the  meeting.  Coordinator  Hui  recommended  that  members  do  outreach 
for  open  seats. 

4.  Status  Report  on  Agency  Reporting  Requirements  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  (Continued 
Discussion  from  the  September  26,  2008  Meeting)  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  Speaker: 
Coordinator  Hui 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  does  not  have  a  status  report  to  issue  at  this  time  because  the  past  two 
monthly  meetings  with  the  Greening  Director  had  been  cancelled  due  to  scheduling  conflicts. 

5.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and  programmatic 
operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related  activities.  (Informational 
Report  and  Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report  (Word) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2Q08/StaffReportforOctoberUFCMeetinq.doc 


Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  (1)  the  status  of  current  and  new  landmark  tree  nominations,  (2)  updates  to 
the  landmark  tree  website;  (3)  approved  seal  for  landmark  tree  certificates  issued  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
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Board's  Office;  (4)  landmark  tree  criteria  introduction  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  (5)  landmark  tree 
outreach;  (6)  Board  of  Supervisors  Rules  Committee  meeting  on  appointments;  (7)  arborist  certification 
exam  classes;  (8)  presentation  on  protected  trees  at  the  31 1  department;  and  (9)  administrative  time 
allocation  to  the  Council.  Additional  information  is  available  by  accessing  the  explanatory  document 
above. 

Member  Blair  asked  the  Council  to  consider  a  City  policy  and/or  enforcement  measures  that  would  stop 
tree  companies  that  do  illegal  tree  pruning.  Member  Rodgers  recommended  that  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  issue  a  letter  to  the  Police  Department  informing  them  of  the  tree  protection  ordinance.  Chair 
Milne  recommended  that  the  Coordinator  create  a  letter  directed  to  the  Police  Department  Chief.  Member 
Cohen  stated  that  she  would  be  willing  to  create  an  educational  document  to  present  at  Police  precinct 
meetings. 

Member  Short  discussed  Department  of  Public  Works  fines  issued  for  illegal  or  extensive  pruning  and  lack 
of  enforcement  measures  as  it  relates  to  licensed  and  unlicensed  companies.  It  was  explained  that  the 
property  owner  is  the  legal  responsible  party  that  is  often  times  fined,  and  is  the  one  that  has  to  go  to  the 
tree  company  for  reimbursement  of  fines.  Member  Short  and  Chair  Milne  recommended  that  rules  be 
included  in  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  to  address  this  issue.  Member  Short  also  recommended  that  the 
Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  contain  a  list  of  recommended  tree  companies  that  can  be  given  out  to  the 
public.  Member  Rodgers  recommended  that  this  item  be  scheduled  as  an  agenda  item  for  a  future 
meeting. 

Ms.  Fish  reported  that  as  a  result  of  the  reduced  budget  allocation  to  the  Council,  that  the  Commission 
Secretary  would  no  longer  be  doing  quorum  checks  and  that  the  meeting  minutes  would  be  summaries  of 
actions  taken  instead  of  summaries  of  agenda  item  discussions.  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  the  Commission 
Secretary  would  also  not  be  attending  Committee  meetings  in  the  future. 

6.   Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  November  20,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421. 

Planning  Committee  Chair  Short  inquired  about  Committee  structure  under  the  new  Council  structure. 
Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  Committee  structure  would  be  determined  once  members  are  appointed  to 
the  Council.  Chair  Short  discussed  the  possibility  of  cancelling  the  November  20th  Committee  meeting 
because  of  a  lack  of  agenda  items  and  membership  considerations.  Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  (1) 
Council  membership  could  change  by  November  20th  which  would  affect  Committee  membership;  and  (2) 
the  Committee  may  not  be  able  to  meet  before  a  Bylaws  amendment  notice  is  published  changing  the 
membership  structure,  as  seven  members  would  constitute  more  than  a  quorum  of  Council  members  and 
would  not  be  legal.  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  a  Bylaws  amendment  notice  would  be  required  ten  days  before 
the  next  Council  meeting  of  December  12th  in  order  to  change  the  Committee  structure. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  November  11,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421.  (This 
meeting  will  be  rescheduled  or  cancelled  due  to  a  legal  holiday.) 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Commission  Secretary  would  not  be  attending  Committee  meetings  in 
the  future  and  Committee  Chairs  would  be  in  charge  of  noticing  the  meetings.  Ms.  Fish  explained  that 
Committee  Chairs  would  now  be  required  to  assemble  agendas  and  send  them  to  the  secretary  a  week 
before  the  meeting. 
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Ms.  Fish  reported  that  she  would  work  on  rescheduling  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  to  the 
following  week  based  on  members'  and  room  availability. 

7.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and  Discussion) 
Council  Chair  Milne  reported  on  the  November  1 1th  legal  holiday,  that  the  Commission  Secretary  would  no 
longer  be  doing  quorum  checks,  and  that  members  should  contact  someone  if  they  re  not  able  to  attend  a 
meeting.  Ms.  Fish  explained  that  the  Council's  attendance  policy  requires  members  to  contact  the  Chair  or 
Commission  Secretary  if  they  are  not  able  to  attend  a  meeting  in  order  to  be  marked  as  excused; 
otherwise,  it  would  be  marked  as  an  absence. 

8.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion).  Ms.  Fish  reported  that  included  in 
the  Council's  packet  is  a  memorandum  from  the  City  Attorney's  Office  on  Political  Activity  by  City 

Employees  (PDF)  http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironme^^  and  that 

members  should  contact  Deputy  City  Attorney  Cabrera  if  there  are  questions.  Member  Cohen  reported 
that  she  has  a  few  applicants  for  the  pilot  pocket  park  gardens  with  a  significant  or  landmark  tree,  and 
requested  that  members  submit  the  form  to  her  at  least  a  week  before  the  December  12  Council  meeting 
so  an  agenda  item  could  be  added  to  review  those  sites.  Member  Short  suggested  that  a  discussion  be 
held  on  what  the  Council  would  like  to  recommend  either  on  the  Urban  Forest  Master  Plan  or  want  to  do 
themselves  about  the  continued  problem  of  illegal  pruning.  Member  Hillan  thanked  Council  members  and 
Coordinator  Hui  for  approving  the  landmark  tree  plaque  at  a  previous  meeting  and  requested  that  "City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco"  that  is  on  the  landmark  plaque,  read  from  left  to  right  instead  of  right  to  left. 

9.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

Member  Blair  inquired  how  the  Department  of  the  Environment  Director's  assignment  at  Recreation  and 
Park  Department  affects  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  time  that  Ms.  Fish  would  have  toward  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council.  Ms.  Fish  explained  that  the  Director's  position  at  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  is  not  tied  in  with  the  time  the  Commission  Secretary  is  allocated  to  the  Council.  It  was 
reported  that  Deputy  Director  Assmann  is  the  Acting  Director.  The  Commission  Secretary's  reduced  time 
to  the  Council  is  a  result  of  reduced  funding  to  the  Council.  Chair  Milne  explained  that  the  reduced  time 
allocation  is  because  the  City  departments  funded  at  a  reduced  level  this  fiscal  year.  Member  Short  stated 
that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  funding  was  not  cut  by  the  department,  but  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

10.  Adjournment.  The  Council  meeting  adjourned  at  6:40  p.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street.  San  Francisco, 
Caiifornia  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council 
Secretary  at  the  address  listed  below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica. Fish@Sfgov.org.  

Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

*Approved:  December  12,  2008 
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Public  comment  will  be  taken  before  the  Council  takes  action  on  any  item. 

Order  of  Business 

1 .  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  October  28,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

(Explanatory  Document:  October  28,  2008  Draft  Minutes 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=91 306)  (DiSCUSSion  and  Action) 

3.  Introduction  of  New  Council  Members  (Discussion) 

4.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Council  will  hold  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  following  tree  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree. 
(Discussion  and  Action) 

California  Buckeye  (Aesculus  Californica),  757  California  Street,  Assessor's  Block 

41 6B,  Lot  11.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Members  and  Staff 
Evaluation  Forms  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/EvaluationForms.pdf)  and 

Written  Summary  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supportinq/2008/WrittenFindinqs.doc:  Board  Of 

Supervisors  Resolution  431-08  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Res431 -08Buckeve.pdf 

and  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Packet  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/081305LandmarkTreeN 
ominationPacket.pdf. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will  forward 
approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

PRESENTER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 

5.  Urban  Forest  Plan  Budget  Cut-Discussion  on  how  to  restore  funds  for  completion  of  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan.  (Discussion) 

6.  Recreation  and  Park  Department  Tree  Removals  at  Park  Presidio-  Discussion/advice 
on  how  to  preserve  large  mature  trees  at  Park  Presidio.  (Explanatory  Document: 
HortScience/Park  Presidio  Tree  Assessment  (PDF) 

http://www.sfqov.org/wcm  recpark/Notice/ParkPresidioT reeAssessmentlv1qmtPlan.pdf)  (DiSCUSSion)  Speakers: 

Member  Blair  and  Ms.  Jeanne  McWalters,  Park  Presidio  Neighbor 

7.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion)  (Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report) 

8.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  December  18,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall, 
Room  421. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  January  13,  2009,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421. 


9.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion) 


10.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion). 

11.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

12.  Adjournment. 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  is  scheduled  for  Friday,  January  23,  2009  at 
10:00  a.m.,  in  Room  400,  City  Hall. 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction  of 
the  Council  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of  the 
public  may  address  the  Council  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the 
comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Council  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda.  This 
rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the  Council  is 
limited  to: 

1 .  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a  matter  at  a  subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a  future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  400  or  416,  City  Hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA.  The  Council  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center 
Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and 
#71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F  Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center. 
For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall 
on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davics 
Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the  use  of 
a  reader  during  a  meeting,  a  sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact 
Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or  related 
disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional  information. 

Know  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  arc- 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under 
the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darh\ . 
Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at 
Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf(5),sfgov.org.   Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be 


obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
www.sfgov.org. 


Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San 
Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  &  Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report  lobbying 
activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  30  Van  Ness  Avenue, 
Suite  3900,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  581-2300,  fax  (415)  581-2317;  web  site  at  www.sfgov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use 
of  a  cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  Environment,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  upon  request  to  the 
Council  Secretary  at  the  above  address,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish(a),Sfgov.org.  or  at  the 
Council's  meeting  agenda  and  minutes  link  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting.asp?id=61010  within  three  business  days 
of  a  meeting.  If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been  distributed  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  after 
distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  1 1 
Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  during  normal  office  hours  or  will  be  made  available  at  the  meeting  website 
link  http://sfgov.org/site/sfen vironment_meeting.asp?id=6 1010  as  links  to  the  agenda  or  meeting  minutes  (by  item). 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree- 
free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Council  and  the  public.  
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San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


Posted:  December  5,  2008 


Report  of  Findings  for  the  California  Buckeye  at  the  Cal  Trans 
Station,  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street 


The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  met  on  Monday  Nov  1 7, 
2008  and  considered  the  nomination  for  Landmark  Status  of  the  California  Buckeye 
(Aesculus  californica)  at  the  22nd  Street  Cal  Trans  Station,  behind  757  Pennsylvania 
Street. 

The  committee  voted  unanimously  to  recommend  landmark  status.  The  vote  was  4-0. 

The  committee  members  voted  for  recommendation  of  landmark  status,  found  that  the 
tree  met  standards  that  would  merit  Landmark  Tree  Status.  These  standards  included: 

•  The  tree  is  an  uncommon,  possibly  rare,  tree  in  San  Francisco 

•  The  tree  was  quite  a  large  specimen  for  this  species  with  a  huge  canopy  spread 
and  great  trunk  girth 

•  The  tree  appeared  to  be  quite  old,  though  no  estimation  of  age  was  postulated 

•  The  tree  was  of  natural  historical  significance  as  being  a  likely  genetic  and 
possibly  naturally-occurring  remnant  of  the  original  San  Francisco  forest. 
California  Buckeyes  are  native  to  Potrero  Hill,  and  this  specimen  is  quite  possibly 
a  progeny  of  these  locally-native  trees.  California  Buckeyes  were  also  used  by 
the  Ohlone  Indians  for  fishing  and  for  food. 

•  The  tree  is  in  a  high  traffic  area,  is  accessible  from  a  public  right  of  way  and  is 
very  visible  from  the  station  platform  as  well  as  from  the  train. 

•  The  tree  provided  habitat  and  food  for  multiple  varieties  of  wildlife,  including 
indigenous  species 

•  The  tree  was  a  prominent  landscape  feature  occurring  in  an  area  of  low  tree 
density. 

•  The  tree  was  profiled,  with  a  photo,  in  the  publication  "A  History  of  Potrero  HUT 
by  Peter  Linenthal  and  Abigail  Johnston 

•  The  tree  has  a  striking  character;  despite  obvious  abuse  and  structural  problems, 
much  of  the  tree  appears  sound,  and  is  not  a  hazard. 


Respectfully  submitted, 
Mike  Boss 

Chair,  Landmark  Tree  Committee  of  the  San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council 
November  19,  2008 
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Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Evaluator's  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  1 1/6/08 
Scientific  name:  Aesculus  californica 
Common  name:  California  Buckeye 
Street  address:  757  Pennsylvania 
Cross  streets: 


Rare:    /Rare  Uncommon  Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 

Comment:  Not  many  locations  in  San  Francisco  can  support  this  low  and  spreading  tree.  There  are  a 
few,  but  I  believe  they  are  uncommon  enough  to  be  considered  rare. 

Size:     /Large   Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Comment:  This  very  old  tree  is  growing  on  a  hillside  and  has  had  many  branches  die  out  over  the 
years.  The  trunk  is  gnarled  and  wide  with  many  branches  emanating  from  a  low  point  on  the  trunk.  It 
was  not  possible  to  measure  the  DBH  due  to  the  landscape  and  shape  of  the  tree,  but  I  estimate  it  to  be 
about  10'.  I  estimate  the  height  to  be  between  25-30'.  The  tree  runs  the  entire  lengthen  of  two  sections 
of  property:  one  distinct  section  of  building  and  one  parking  lot.  According  to  the  property  owner, 
these  two  areas  are  roughly  100'  in  length  together,  which  is  the  width  of  the  canopy. 

Age:     /^Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 

Comment:  This  tree  is  very  significantly  advanced  in  age.  The  tree  is  extremely  large  and  the  trunk 
shows  signs  of  old  branches  which  were  replaced  by  branches  that  are  now  30'+  long. 

Historical  Association:   Yes   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  
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Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 

related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   Yes  /No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  I  wouldn't  say  this  tree  defines  the  neighborhood  character,  I  would  say  it 
delightfully  detracts  from  the  character  of  its  immediate  surroundings  and  creates  its  own.  This  tree  is 
a  welcome  respite  to  the  industrial,  under-the-freeway,  alongside-train-tracks,  and  generally 
unpleasant  aesthetics  of  the  area  it  grows  in. 

Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes   Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  


High  traffic  area:         /Yes   No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe:  While  the  tree  is  in  an  incredibly  high  traffic  area,  under  the  freeway  and  alongside  the  Cal 
Train  tracks,  it  can't  reduce  traffic  speeds  in  anyway. 

It  can  make  things  nicer  for  those  utilizing  the  public  transportation  system. 

Low  tree  density:         /Low   Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  Very  low  density.  Standing  at  the  base  of  the  hill  where  this  tree  is  growing,  there  are  very 
few  other  trees  even  visible. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  /Yes   No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe:  It  has  very  high  visibility,  given  its  position  near  the  train  tracks.  It  is  resting  on  one 
property  with  a  large  portion  of  branches  in  another. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:    /Yes   No 
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High  visibility. 

Describe:  Pedestrian  access  to  rain  tracks,  not  street. 
Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes   No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 
Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes  /No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:  No  other  trees  around. 

Erosion  control:  /Yes   No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  Absolutely.  It's  growing  on  a  very  steep  hill. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes  /No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe:  While  it's  large  and  low,  and  there  is  a  building  adjacent  to  the  tree,  the  level  and  type  of 
noise  and  wind  that  passes  near  the  tree  is  not  something  the  tree  would  likely  mitigate  to  any 
noticeable  degree.  -  CalTrain  is  extremely  loud. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  /Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  Absolutely.  Its  form  and  size  are  singularly  notable.  It's  an  amazing 
specimen. 

Character-defining  form:        /Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  It  exhibits  a  noticeably  heavier  level  of  growth  on  the  uphill  side,  is  not  branched  evenly  on 
all  sides,  due  to  removal  of  large  branches  on  the  down  hill  side,  on  the  side  closer  to  the  train  tracks. 
It's  unclear  if  the  branches  were  removed  for  the  health  of  the  tree  or  for  some  other  purpose. 

Tree  condition:   Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe:  While  the  tree  condition  isn't  very  good,  I  don't  know  if  I  would  call  it  poor.  The  tree  has 
many  issues  with  broken  branches  or  improperly  removed  branches  -  branch  breakouts  and  trunk 
wounding  associated  with  failures.  There  are  two  sections  of  lumber,  which  are  possibly  railroad  ties, 
that  were  placed  among  the  tree  branches  many  years  ago,  which  the  tree  is  now  subsuming. 
However,  the  tree  does  have  a  lot  of  healthy,  lush  growth.  The  canopy  is  thick  with  year  old  grow  th 
and  there  are  some  buckeye  nuts  hanging  in  the  branches. 

While  the  tree  may  have  some  potential  health  or  structural  problems,  it  appears  stable  and  sound.  The 
naturally  wide  and  low-seated  tree  has  a  majority  of  large  branches  that  dip  and  rest  on  the  ground  as  it 
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is.  There  isn't  really  anything  for  the  branches  to  tear  out  and  fall  on,  and  again,  most  of  the  branches 
are  already  contacting  the  ground.  Additionally,  there  is  a  gully  and  stream  separating  the  tree  on  the 
downhill  side  from  the  train  tracks  -  any  branches  failures  that  do  move  away  from  the  tree  would 
likely  slide  into  the  gully  and  not  into  the  adjacent  foot  traffic  area  which  is  above  grade  of  the  gully 
area. 

Additional  comments 

Adjacent  property  owner  reported  that  the  tree  did  not  appear  to  suffer  when  the  280  retrofitting  of 
supporting  columns  resulting  in  significant  root  cutting  and  loss,  this  happened  roughly  10  years  ago. 
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Evaluator's  name:  CAROLYN  BLAIR  

Sate  of  evaluation:   SUNDAY  16.  2008   

Scientific  name:  

Common  name:  CALIFORNIA  BUCKEYE 
Street  address:  757  PENNSYLVANIA 

Cross  streets:    22nd  STREET  VISIBLE  AT  22TH  STREET  CAL  TRAIN  STATION 

Rare:      X  Rare  Uncommon  Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 

Comment:  BECAUSE  SAN  FRANCISCO  HAS  ONLY  1%  LARGE  MATURE  TREES  WITH  ANY 
GRANDEUR  OR  CHACTER  -  THIS  IS  A  RARE  AND  AN  ENDANGERED  SPECIES  -ONE  OF 
LANDMARK  QUALITY. 

Size:    _J_____Large   Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  

Age:        ?    Significantly  advanced       ?    Not  significantly  advanced 
Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 

Comment:  DON'T  KNOW  THE  AGE 

Historical  Association:   ?_  Yes         _?  None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  

Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  

Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:       __X_Yes   n0 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
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Describe  contribution:  THE  TREE  IS  AN  AMAZING  SIZE,  UNLIKE  ALL  OTHERS  NEAR  BY, 
WITH  GREAT  CHACTER  THAT  MAKES  A  STATEMENT  THAT  SOMEONE  REALLY  CARED 
ENOUGH  TO  PLANT  SUCH  A  GREAT  TREE  AND  IT  IS  STILL  THERE! ! ! 

Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:  ?  Yes  _J?_Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 

Describe  coverage:      PONT  KNOW  

High  traffic  area:  x    Yes   No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe:  UNUSUAL  LOCATION  AT  THE  22TH  STREET  CAL  TRAIN  STATION.  

Low  tree  density:        _JC_Low   Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  

Extends  between  multiple  properties:   Yes  X  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
Describe:  

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way;      X  Yes   No 

High  visibility. 

Describe:       LOCATED  AT  THE  22TH  STREET  CAL  TRAIN  STATION. 
Important  wildlife  habitat:  ?    Yes  ?  No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 
DON'T  KNOW 

Interdependent  group  of  trees;   Yes  X  No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:      THE  TREE  HAS  A  SUPER  CANOPY  OF  ITS  SELF 


Erosion  control:  _2L_Yes   No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  _X_Yes   No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe:  SOUND  OF  THE  TRAIN  GOING  BY 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
Prominent  landscape  feature:  _X_Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:     IS  OUTSTANDING  AND  STRIKING 


Character-defining  form:  X    Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:     NEEDS  PROPER  PRUNING  

Tree  condition:  X  Good   Poor   Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe:  

Additional  comments 

DESERVES  TO  BE  LANDMARKED  -  GREAT.  GRAND  TREE. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.   When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain  or 
support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

E valuator's  name: 

Date  of  evaluation:    //     •  •  £>6 

Scientific  name:  ^  $  ^  c  tA 

Common  name:  £ 


Street  address: 
Cross  streets 


Rare:   Rare  y  Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:     A/OT  /?Atf£ ^    /L^  #JU+7 /  >/fbC  *    f&bS  LZf-'T  ■  //J 

Size:     \£_  Large   Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment: 

Age:     ^^Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 

Comment:  


Historical  Association:   Yes  ^  None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


J.  Malcolm  Hillan  -  LTC  evaluation  form. doc 
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Urban  Forestry  Council  2 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Ethnic  appreciation:   Yes  t/  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes  ^  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 


Describe: 


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   Yes  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution:   


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:   Yes  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  


High  traffic  area:   Yes  jS  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe:       /V//^        £> 7>  4/£  7/ ^ML  /jST&ftT? 

Low  tree  density:  ow   Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe:  ~7 rt~t  S 


Extends  between  multiple  properties:  Yes  V  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Describe: 


Accessible  from  public  right-of-way: 


High  visibility. 
Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:   Yes  ^  No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe: 


Erosion  control:   Yes  v  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:   Yes 


Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe:  


Prominent  landscape  feature:    v  Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  


Character-defining  form:  l^Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council  4 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Describe:     


Tree  condition:   Good   Poor   Hazard       .       ^  Jty/KJ&ft 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

Describe: 

Additional  comments 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a  tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a  street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Evaluator's  name: 

Date  of  evaluation:  ^/Qy/e  ^  L>r  IH,  1  QO  g 

Scientific  name:  ^  _s  culu  q,    c^  \  *\ n  rn  4  S  fe  

Common  name:  O et\ l3  or  ma.  \r>\AC_-^ejy   

Street  address: 

757  _si  

Cross  streets: 

Rare:   V/^Rare  Uncommon   Common  Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:  ^^e^-Vo  V>_>_.  c_  y  gl'vc^  _^c_.  av\<_«-  Co^.aa 


Size:    J^JLarge  Medium   Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  &  <x<>_xl  l^Jer  c*X  \  rw_cVeA^  4^.£/y 

Age:     ^^Significantly  advanced   Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment:  hiciw\-\ <.r  o?W„S-    V<v _tc_ <\A^S   CQv\_il eraLv* 

7  \ 


Historical  Association:  ^_  Yes   None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  _^e_\g.s  Uy<3-<  /\a^\\i^  \Q   c\<reo..  /Aor_-^ 


Ethnic  appreciation:  v  Yes  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city.  . 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  ""\l-\e>^  Ql^a^e^   \A.S*eA  ^^\q^  Sg-^As  c\.S 

 None  apparent  ' 


Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 
Describe:  \/  \  <: V\q\  e.~  \  rohn  Cas^TXv-givvv 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:         ^Yes   No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic.  \\  S 

Describe  contribution:  ~T  We_  *tfe^    Is  \u  ^  \  o  \  Q  \  f  €  tT  g  W  A\ 


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:         J^JYes  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 

Describe  coverage: 

S><xaOcVc\, <\c\scos  \W\.y-e<ro  Hill.   j 

High  traffic  area:         tXYes   No 

High  visibiUty,  possible  traffic  calming  effect.   •        j  . 
Describe:  "Wg^v*\  ^QvJSges  \  V e- g      .   Cci^  V) 

 ■ 

Low  tree  density:        l/haw   Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees.         .  i 
Describe:  Vevy  "\  r  <t^S  o.n  lUlS  Slo^e. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:    ^  Yes   No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree.  «  \ 

Describe:     ^  V>rc!c_  tf\  |^W^A^  ^Q^erAy  ^  *\  ^X\~tp 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Accessible  from  public  right-of-way;     jy  Yes   No 

High  visibility,  i 
Describe:  C  Qk,^  Iql.  y  \  e.Uy <e<L  fx^\  (Kt^r  o  oicUe. 


Important  wildlife  habitat:  ^  Yes   No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:  Yes  ^__No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:     


Erosion  control:  Yes  _z_.No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  ^Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  _^_Yes   No 

A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature.      _  i 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:    V^rv  \        \  >T  ^         qtv  VvQvA/. 

Character-defining  form:  I/Yes   No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species.  , 

Describe:  ~~^\a<^  \o<<  og-  Vg\S      ^\  <*.iv\,  ^rosVr^e^ 


4 


Tree  condition:  \/  Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 


Describe:  yQ^r         W^vVvyQ   o  w    \=«@X  \  V  AA<v  S  I  A  Q>  .  rLr\ 


Cq^VLs  (<\ACcsij^^  Some,  \^.c^g^j  f  \\/ y  (|rowK^a^  loa.se 
Additional  comments  1  1  j 
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FILE  NO.  081305 


RESOLUTION  NO.  H2>l~0% 


[Landmark  Designation  Nomination  for  the  California  Buckeye  tree  located  behind  757 
Pennsylvania  Street] 

Resolution  of  intent  initiating  the  nomination  of  the  California  Buckeye  tree  (Aesculus 
Californica)  located  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street,  (Assessor's  Bock  41 6B,  Lot  11) 
for  landmark  tree  status  pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(b),  acknowledging 
temporary  designation  pursuant  to  Public  Works  Section  810(d),  and  authorizing  other 
official  acts  in  furtherance  of  the  Resolution. 

WHEREAS,  Trees  provide  numerous  environmental  and  social  benefits  such  as 
reducing  stormwater  runoff,  reducing  energy  use,  reducing  air  pollution,  improving  air  quality, 
increasing  property  values  and  providing  wildlife  habitat;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  Ordinance  Number  17-06,  an 
amendment  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  landmark  trees,  significant  trees,  and 
penalties  for  violation  in  support  of  a  landmark  tree  program,  and  a  copy  of  said  Ordinance  is 
on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  file  number  051458  which  is  incorporated 
herein  by  reference;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  landmark 
tree  designation  criteria,  forms  and  procedures  in  Resolution  Enacted  Number  440-06.  A 
copy  of  said  Resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  File  Number 
060487  which  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  in  File  No.  081305,  which  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a  part  of  this  resolution  as  if 
set  forth  fully  herein;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  California  Buckeye  tree  (Aesculus  Californica)  located  behind  757 
Pennsylvania  Street,  pictures  of  which  are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in 
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File  Number  081305,  is  the  only  Buckeye  variety  native  to  the  State  of  California  and  a 
relatively  rare  species  in  San  Francisco,  and  contributes  to  the  visual  aesthetic  of  CalTrain 
riders  waiting  on  the  platform  at  the  22nd  Street  Station  and  the  Potrero  Hill  community:  now, 
therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Board,  pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(b),  hereby 
adopts  this  resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  landmark  tree  designation  for  the  California  Buckeye 
tree  (Aesculus  Californica)  located  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street,  (Assessor's  Bock  416B, 
Lot  1 1)  and  acknowledges  the  temporary  designation  of  such  tree  for  landmark  status 
pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(d);  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  directs  the  Clerk  to  forward  this  Resolution 
and  accompanying  documents  contained  in  the  file  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  begin  the 
landmark  tree  designation  process  for  the  subject.trees;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  urges  the  Director  of  Public  Works  to 
immediately  notify  the  affected  department  of  the  pending  nomination  and  inform  said 
department  of  special  approval  requirement  for  removal  of  landmark  trees  under  Public 
Works  Code  810(f)  if  such  notification  has  not  yet  occurred. 


Supervisor  Maxwell 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails 
Resolution 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


File  Number:       081305  Date  Passed: 


Resolution  of  intent  initiating  the  nomination  of  the  California  Buckeye  tree  (Aesculus  Californica) 
located  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street,  (Assessor's  Bock  41 6B,  Lot  1 1)  for  landmark  tree  status 
pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(b),  acknowledging  temporary  designation  pursuant  to 
Public  Works  Section  810(d),  and  authorizing  other  official  acts  in  furtherance  of  the  Resolution. 


October  21,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  ADOPTED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


File  No.  081305  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Resolution 

was  ADOPTED  on  October  21,  2008  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco. 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  1  printed  <* 10:06  AM  °n  10/22/08 


SAN  FRANCISCO  uRBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone  may 
request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a  landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal  information,  see 
the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a  landmark  tree? 

*  An  authorized  nominator  is  a  Supervisor,  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency,  Planning 
Commissioner,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member,  or  property  owner. 

*  The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  and 
the  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree. 

4>    The  head  of  a  City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a  tree  on  property  under  their  jurisdiction. 
City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process  before  nominating  a 
tree. 

*  A  property  owner  may  nominate  a  tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

*  A  member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a  tree. 


I  am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 
n        Property  owner 
KA        Board  of  Supervisor  member 
[~1       Head  of  a  city  department  or  agency 
□       Planning  Commission  member 
I  I        Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Please  note  that  a  permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a  landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests  the 
following  information. 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board,  Head 
of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 


(Sop  A 


// 


Name    C'tJ-y  ' 
Address     _  /~ 
Address 

76  7/  ■ 


Phone (day) 


Property  owner 


Name 


Address 


Address 


Phone  (day) 


Fax  #  •  J  Fax  # 

Email  Email 


J 


Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination  (if 
applicable): 


t       Li   i       —  f  J**"- "~ 


Name 
Address 


Address 


Phone (day) 


Fax# 
Ema: 


am  5{ip  authorized  nominator  and^  support  this  nomination. 

 Signature 

(%Jt>J>er~    7,  J0O^~  Date 

I  am  the  property  owner  and  I  grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on  the  property 
with  advance  notice. 

_  ,  Signature 

 :  Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION  . 
Tree  name  (species  and  common  name): 

Number  of  trees:  

Street  address: 

Location  of  Tree:  Q  Front  yard     □  Rear  yard      O  Side  yard      □  Corner-side  yard 

HI  Public  right-of-way     fw?Pubhc  lands   ETfNot  sure  • 

Earner:         C*J"t?7U^l  p( o^b^rh^  t  <2^>|WX,  7  36  if  <k  ^ •  ^ 

GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):   

Height                           <£!/■  _feet 

Average  canopy  width1        g  .  feet 

Circumference  at  chest  level2   inches 

Circumference  at  ground  level3   inches 

1  Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2  Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  hit»://vvwvv.is;varborxon«\i>tililiMtio»s'tif.e^ord/lierilaye.asi)x 

3  Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree.  If  you  need 
more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 


Updated  June  2007 


Rarity:   Rare  Uncommon   Common   Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:  Ca&f  ^/j^Tjr^S^  fatffc&k  


Medium   Small 


Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 


Comment: 


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 
Comment  


Historical  Association:   Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a  historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  


Ethnic  appreciation:  Yes      None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  _ 

Neighborhood  appreciation:   Yes   None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree, 
etc.  Attach  documentation; 

Describe:  


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:   Yes  ^  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  


Profiled  in  a  publication  or  other  media:     y  Yes  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:     p.ll  t?f    _4§d-g£_j  gg  fehwb  +tH 

Q&UC  U^r^i^J  -^"Aby^^T  OoKiacWv  


Updated  June  2007 


High  traffic  area:  *_  Yes  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe:  


Low  tree  density:  k/lov/  Moderate   High 

Tree  exists  in  a  neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  '  .  


Extends  between  multiple  properties:  Yes  No 

High  visibihty,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe:  


Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  \r* Yes  No 

High  visibihty. 

Describe:  -^y&Isvk.  -\-yju~^  p\  <^-^ynrv^~  OW-U^ 


Important  wildlife  habitat:   Yes  No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  group  of  trees;   Yes  No 

This  tree  forms  a  supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:  


Erosion  control:   Yes  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  


Wind  or  sound  barrier:         Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe: .  ___ 


Updated  June  2007 


Prominent  landscape  feature:  J___Yes  No 
A  striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 


Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:    H/f^^fpkA^  j  pj-  /L/  ^jJ^U^/jy^ 


Character-defining  form:  Yes  ^No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  


Tree  condition:  Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a  hazard 

t 

Describe:  CXA  SjL^CS.  o-^~  /i/lSec^  -f-  yppy  ^pVTA^otLg  ) 
Additional  comments 


If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts  ,  please  contact  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the  information  requested  on  this  form. 

A  photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 

Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Mei  ling  Hui,  1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  meiling.hui@sfgov.org 

Any  information  you  submit  wfll  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a  "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information  relating  to  the  conduct  of  the  public's 
business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local  agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics. "  Govt  Code  § 
6252(e).  The  Sunshine  Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the  Public  Records  Act.  Admin 
Code  §  67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this  document  is  a  public  record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public 
upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8. 16.  67.7  (b). 
and  67.21(a). 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 
URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL  REGULAR  MEETING 
DRAFT  MINUTES 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


Friday,  December  12,  2008,  10:00  a.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


JAN  -  7  20C9 


Order  of  Business 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  convened  at  10:10  a.m. 
Voting  Members  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  D'Agostino,  and  Hillan; 
Voting  Members  Excused:  Members  LeBeau  and  Sherk;  Voting  Members  Absent:  Members 
Rodgers  and  Short;  Advisory  Members  Present:  Member  Sustarich;  Advisory  Members  Absent: 
Members  Griswold,  Habert,  and  Nervo. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  October  28,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  October  28,  2008  Meeting 
Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen, 
D'Agostino  and  Hillan)  (Absent:  Members  LeBeau,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Short)  (Explanatory 

Document:  October  28,  2008  Approved  Minutes  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=91306) 

(Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Introduction  of  New  Council  Members.  (Discussion)  Chair  Milne  reported  on  current  Council 
voting  and  advisory  membership  and  welcomed  new  members  Maria  DAgostino  and  Naomi 
LeBeau.  Member  D'Agostino  introduced  herself  and  discussed  her  interest  and  work  in  the 
urban  forest  as  a  planting  manager  for  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  then  the  San  Francisco 
Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry,  and  now  as  the  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  for  the  City  of  Redwood 
City.  Member  Blair  welcomed  new  and  reappointed  members  and  thanked  (1 )  the  members  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  reappointing  her,  (2)  Mr.  John  Rizzo,  the  San  Francisco  Tree 
Council's  original  Board  director  member  and  a  Sierra  Club  member  of  the  Director's  Committee 
of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Group  and  San  Francisco  Bay  Chapter,  and  (3)  all  of  the  members 
who  have  supported  her  and  the  work  that  the  Tree  Council  has  done  to  preserve  trees. 

4.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Council  will  hold  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  following  tree  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree. 
(Discussion  and  Action) 

California  Buckeye  (Aesculus  Californica),  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street,  Assessor's 
Block  4168,  Lot  11.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Members  and  Staff 
Evaluation  Forms  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/EvaluationForms.pdf,  Written 
Summary  (PDF)  http://sfgov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/WrittenFindinqs.doc: 

Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  431-08  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/Res431  -08Buckeye.pdf  and 

Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Packet  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/081305LandmarkTreeNomin 
ationPacket.pdf). 
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At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will  forward 
approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

PRESENTER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 

Chair  Milne  announced  that  the  agenda  has  listed  the  block  number  as  41 6B  based  on  the 
resolution,  but  the  material  shows  that  it  is  4168,  and  requested  a  correction  on  subsequent 
documentation. 

Member  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  held  a  meeting  and  unanimously 
recommended  landmark  tree  status  of  this  tree  to  the  Council.  The  Council's  and  Board  of 
Supervisor's  landmark  tree  endorsement  process  was  explained.  Member  Boss  reported  on  the 
merits  of  the  tree  as  presented  in  the  written  summary  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supporting/2008/WrittenFindings.doc  that  includes: 

•  The  tree  is  an  uncommon,  possibly  rare  tree  in  San  Francisco 

•  The  tree  was  quite  a  large  specimen  for  this  species  with  a  huge  canopy  spread  and 
great  trunk  girth 

•  The  tree  appeared  to  be  quite  old,  though  no  estimation  of  age  was  postulated 

•  The  tree  was  of  natural  historical  significance  as  being  a  likely  genetic  and  possibly 
naturally-occurring  remnant  of  the  original  San  Francisco  forest.  California 
Buckeyes  are  native  to  Potrero  Hill,  and  this  specimen  is  quite  possibly  a  progeny  of 
these  locally-native  trees.  California  Buckeyes  were  also  used  by  the  Ohlone 
Indians  for  fishing  and  for  food. 

•  The  tree  is  in  a  high  traffic  area,  is  accessible  from  a  public  right  of  way  and  is  very 
visible  from  the  station  platform  as  well  as  from  the  train. 

•  The  tree  provided  habitat  and  food  for  multiple  varieties  of  wildlife,  including 
indigenous  species 

•  The  tree  was  a  prominent  landscape  feature  occurring  in  an  area  of  low  tree  density. 

•  The  tree  was  profiled,  with  a  photo,  in  the  publication  "A  History  of  Potrero  Hill"  by 
Peter  Linenthal  and  Abigail  Johnston 

•  The  tree  has  a  striking  character;  despite  obvious  abuse  and  structural  problems, 
much  of  the  tree  appears  sound,  and  is  not  a  hazard. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  George  Slack  stated  that  he  is  the  property  owner  of  757  Pennsylvania 
Street,  and  that  the  tree  actually  overhangs  on  his  property.  Mr.  Slack  expressed  his  support  for 
landmarking  the  tree  and  inquired  about  maintenance  pruning.  Council  members  reported  that 
the  tree  would  need  regular  maintenance  pruning. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  tree  is  on  Joint  Powers  Board  state  property  so  City 
landmarking  regulations  may  not  apply;  hence,  a  City  permit  may  not  be  required  if  they  wanted 
to  remove  the  tree. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  D'Agostino,  the  California 
Buckeye  located  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street  was  approved  for  recommendation  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  landmark  tree  status  ((AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair, 
Boss,  Cohen,  D'Agostino  and  Hillan)  (Absent:  Members  LeBeau,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and 
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Short).  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Resolution  010-08-UFC  757  Pennsylvania 
Street 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res010-08-UFC757Pennsvlvan 

5.  Urban  Forest  Plan  Budget  Cut-  Discussion  on  how  to  restore  funds  for  completion  of  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan.  (Discussion) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Planning  Department's  process  for  creating  and  integrating  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan  into  the  City's  General  Plan  has  been  cut  out  of  their  budget  because  of  the 
City's  budget  reductions.  It  was  explained  that  the  Planning  Department  had  already  hired  a 
consultant  and  held  two  or  three  stakeholder  meetings  to  formulate  how  the  Plan  could  be 
integrated  into  the  City's  General  Plan,  but  work  has  now  stopped.  Council  Members  discussed 
strategies  for  recovering  funding  to  move  forward. 

Member  Cohen  discussed  the  President  elect's  promise  to  infuse  urban  areas  and  cities  with 
funding  for  public  works  programs  and  how  that  might  relate  to  urban  forestry  related  efforts. 
Member  Cohen  suggested  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  and  the  Council  prepare  a 
proposal  to  not  only  integrate  the  Plan,  but  to  actually  enlarge  the  scope  to  include  creating  jobs 
on  projects,  e.g.  the  pilot  to  create  pocket  park  gardens,  etc. 

Member  Blair  (1)  reported  that  she  had  attended  the  Planning  Commission  meeting  to  request 
funding  for  implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  into  the  General  Plan,  and  the  Chair 
suggested  hiring  a  pro-bono  consultant;  (2)  inquired  with  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  whether  they  could  fund  the  implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan;  (3) 
recommended  reduction  of  funding  by  hiring  only  the  main  consultant,  EDAW  that  would  consult 
with  qualified  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  (4)  suggested  that  the  existing  Urban 
Forest  Plan  created  by  HortScience  and  approved  by  the  Council  in  2005  be  recommended  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  approval  with  the  intent  that  work  would  be  resumed  by  the 
Planning  Department  when  funding  becomes  available.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  future 
process  for  implementation  of  an  Urban  Forest  Plan  would  continue  to  be  reviewed.  Member 
Sustarich  reported  that  he  would  inquire  with  the  PUC  whether  funding  would  be  available,  but 
is  unclear  whether  funding  is  required  to  finish  the  plan  or  to  integrate  it  into  the  General  Plan. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  has  participated  in  meetings  with  the  Planning  Department  to 
determine  how  to  proceed,  e.g.,  reduce  the  scope  of  work  for  less  money,  determine  what  has 
been  worked  on  already,  etc.  It  was  explained  that  there  would  be  additional  meetings 
scheduled  on  moving  forward  with  the  Plan  and  a  future  report  would  be  provided  to  the 
Council. 

6.  Recreation  and  Park  Department  Tree  Removals  at  Park  Presidio-  Discussion/advice  on 
how  to  preserve  large  mature  trees  at  Park  Presidio.  (Explanatory  Document:  HortScience/Park 
Presidio  Tree  Assessment  (PDF) 

http://www.sfqov.org/wcm  recpark/Notice/ParkPresidioTreeAssessmentMqmtPlan.pdf)  (DisCUSSion) 

Speakers:  Member  Blair  and  Ms.  Jeanne  McWalters,  Park  Presidio  Neighbor 

Member  Blair  requested  that  Recreation  and  Park  Department  Acting  Director,  Jared 
Blumenfeld,  send  a  department  representative  to  regularly  inform  Council  members  of  tree 
activity  in  public  parks,  especially  as  it  relates  to  tree  removal.  Member  Blair  expressed  her 
concern  with  park  trees  being  removed  without  public  notice  and  with  HortScience's  report  s 
reference  for  the  need  to  remove  50  or  70  trees  that  are  described  as  an  immediate  hazard. 
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Member  Blair  indicated  that  she  is  happy  to  report  that  trees  will  not  be  removed  because  of  a 
lack  of  funding.  Member  Blair  also  expressed  her  concern  that  larger  trees  are  being  replaced 
with  trees  that  are  much  smaller  and  of  unequal  value.  Chair  Milne  discussed  Recreation  and 
Park  Department's  concern  with  dangerous  trees  and  lack  of  funding  to  address  the  situation 
and  the  regulation  that  a  30-day  public  notice  be  posted  when  removing  park  trees. 

Statement  by  Ms.  Jeanne  McWalters,  Funston  Avenue  resident  regarding  Park  Presidio 
Boulevard  Tree  Study  and  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  plans  to  remove  trees 
and  shrubs: 

Hello,  I'm  Jeanne  McWalters  and  I'm  here  to  voice  my  concern  about  the  Park  Presidio  tree 
study  recently  commissioned  by  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  earlier  in  2008.  Our 
family  has  owned  our  two  buildings  on  Funston  Avenue  for  over  86  years.  I'd  like  to  say  first 
that  I  am  in  complete  support  of  the  removal  or  trimming  back  of  any  dangerous  tree  that 
threatens  human  life  or  property. 

However,  I  am  also  here  to  say  that  I  am  concerned  about  the  sheer  scope  of  the  study  and 
that,  if  used  as  a  blueprint  in  the  future,  we  stand  to  lose  much  more  than  the  50  trees  that 
are  deemed  dangerous.  To  us  and  many  residents,  that  represents  more  unhealthy  noise, 
particulate  matter  and  pollution,  wind,  lowered  property  values  and  a  far-reaching  impact, 
especially  with  a  poor  effort  at  reforestation  with  larger,  fast-growing  sized  shrubs  and  trees. 

For  example,  on  page  1 1 ,  HortScience  says  that  there  are  692  trees  that  are  "unsuitable  to 
preserve"  which  represents  40%  of  the  lower  and  upper  canopy  on  my  block  alone;  on  page 
18,  he  recommends  the  removal  of  "small  or  invasive  species  like  myoporum  and 
pittosporum"  and  on  page  19  recommends  the  experimentation  of  the  "ability  of  existing 
shrubs  to  regenerate  following  pruning  to  the  ground".  On  page  9,  he  explains  that  he 
counted  groups  of  species  as  just  one  tree,  thus  increasing  the  number  of  removals  to  the 
1,000's. 

Finally,  aside  from  the  actual  impacts  to  our  tree  canopy  described  above,  many  of  us  are 
troubled  by  the  lack  of  public  notice  about  this  plan.  Democracy  can  be  inconvenient,  but 
people  who  live  along  Park  Presidio  Boulevard  have  a  right  to  know  about  their  greenbelt. 
Many  people  who  came  to  the  meeting  were  disappointed  that  the  meeting  place  was 
changed  at  the  very  last  minute,  causing  many  residents  to  go  back  home  and  miss  this 
important  meeting. 

Ms.  McWalters  distributed  an  article  on  "Air  Pollution  and  Heart  Disease:  Recent  Developments" 
(Explanatory  Document:  Article  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviro^ 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  the  high  hazard  rating  of  the  50  trees  that  were  being  considered 
for  removal  and  discussed  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  reasons  for  replacing  these  trees 
with  smaller  trees,  e.g.,  smaller  trees  root  and  grow  better  and  will  grow  faster  over  time  than  a 
larger  tree.  Member  Sustarich  reported  that  tree  crews  are  under  budgeted  and  under  staffed  to 
do  much  more  than  hazard  abatement  at  this  time,  and  would  probably  not  have  the  ability  to 
work  on  a  large-scale  tree  removal  project. 
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Member  D'Agostino  discussed  the  integrity  of  HortScience's  work  and  potential  liability  for  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  if  hazardous  trees  are  not  removed.  It  was  explained  that  the 
value  and  suitability  of  the  recommendations  for  replanting  and  removal  of  understory  are  being 
considered  in  order  to  determine  best  management  practices  for  the  Park  Presidio. 

Member  Cohen  discussed  past  restoration  practices  by  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
where  experiments  were  performed  on  large  swaths  of  area  instead  of  a  smaller  area.  It  was 
stated  that  even  though  HortScience  is  respected,  their  report  can  still  be  questioned  and  other 
assessment  programs  that  discuss  different  methodologies  for  caring  of  older/larger  trees 
should  be  considered.  Member  Cohen  suggested  that  (1 )  targets  such  as  bus  stops  and 
benches  near  larger  trees  could  be  moved  instead  of  removing  the  tree;  and  (2)  replacing  large 
trees  with  a  small  tree  that  will  have  a  large  stature  would  be  more  acceptable  than  replacing  it 
with  a  small  tree  that  will  have  a  small  stature. 

Member  Hillan  (1)  thanked  Coordinator  Hui  for  stating  her  perspective  on  planting  of  younger 
trees  and  smaller  trees  as  having  great  value  in  the  ultimate  development  of  the  form  and 
structure  of  the  root  system  and  how  that  would  make  better  use  of  resources;  (2)  commended 
the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  for  commissioning  the  HortScience  assessment  that 
provides  a  rational  guide;  (3)  agreed  that  hazardous  trees  should  be  considered  for  removal  to 
preserve  property,  human  health,  and  safety;  (4)  has  observed  that  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  has  always  performed  reasonable  assessments  and  used  good  judgment  in  their 
work  in  the  past;  and  (5)  did  not  agree  that  moving  benches  and  bus  stops  would  be  a  viable 
alternative  for  tree  preservation. 

7.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion).  Coordinator  Hui  provided  updates  on  the 
monthly  meeting  with  the  Mayor's  Office;  landmark  tree  nominations,  certificates,  criteria  and 
outreach;  Urban  Forestry  Council  appointments;  the  Urban  Forest  Plan;  Green  Christmas 
program;  arborist  certification  exam  preparation  course,  and  tree  planting  activities  in  the 
Bayview.  Additional  information  can  be  referenced  in  the  Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report 

(PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/StaffReport.pclf) 

8.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  December  18,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421 .  A  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  report  was  not  provided  at  this  time. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  January  13,  2009,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421 .  Char  Boss  indicated  that  there  was  no  additional  report  to  make  other  than  the 
Committee's  endorsement  of  landmark  tree  status  for  the  California  Buckeye  tree  located 
behind  757  Pennsylvania  discussed  earlier  in  the  meeting. 

9.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion).  Chair  Milne  announced  that  he  is  looking  forward  to  hearing  additional  landmark 
tree  nominations  in  the  future.  No  additional  announcements  were  made  at  this  time. 
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10.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion).  Member  D'Agostino  (1) 
asked  that  the  Council  consider  different  meeting  times  in  the  future;  (2)  expressed  her  interest 
in  serving  on  a  Committee;  and  (3)  requested  that  the  Council  do  additional  outreach  of  new 
members  in  the  future.  Chair  Milne  requested  that  the  Council  Secretary  report  back  at  the  next 
meeting  with  City  Hall  room  availability  and  explained  that  Committee  membership  and  structure 
would  be  considered  once  the  full  Council  is  appointed.  Member  Blair  asked  that  the  Jared 
Blumenfeld,  Acting  Director  of  Recreation  and  Park  Department,  request  that  the  Council's 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  advisory  member  inform  Council  members  of  large  tree 
projects  and  move  forward  on  landmarking  a  tree  in  our  public  parks.  Chair  Milne  reported  that 
the  tree  at  McLaren  Lodge  in  Golden  Gate  Park  is  being  targeted  for  landmark  tree  status. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Council  Bylaws  would  have  to  be  amended  to  change  the 
structure  of  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  as  it  now  requires  more  members  than  a 
quorum  of  the  Council.  Member  Boss  requested  a  status  report  on  the  revised  landmark  tree 
evaluation  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  forms  have  not  yet  been  introduced  at  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  would  probably  be  scheduled  after  the  holidays  in  January. 

11.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  of  the 
Environment  Environmental  Justice  Program  Manager,  reported  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  budget  process  for  the  next  fiscal  year  and  how  it  affects  the  Council.  It  was 
explained  that  the  budget  would  be  submitted  to  the  Director  within  the  next  couple  of  weeks, 
and  a  global  budget  would  be  put  together  in  January.  Requests  would  be  made  to  City 
agencies  in  the  amount  of  $80,000  to  $90,000  to  support  staff  salaries,  benefits  and  overhead. 
Ms.  Eng  described  Department  fundraising  efforts  and  the  request  to  the  Mayor's  Office  to  attain 
federal  government  stimulus  monies  for  urban  forestry  activities  as  identified  by  the  Council. 
Member  Blair  asked  if  funding  could  be  allocated  toward  implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest 
Plan  into  the  General  Plan.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  meetings  have  been  scheduled  on 
implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  a  review  is  being  done  on  ways  to  move  forward 
regardless  of  the  availability  of  funding. 

12.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  1 1:30  a.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment, 
1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on 
the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed 
below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org.  


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
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1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  convened  at  10:10  a.m. 
Voting  Members  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  D'Agostino,  and  Hillarr; 
Voting  Members  Excused:  Members  LeBeau  and  Sherk;  Voting  Members  Absent:  Members 
Rodgers  and  Short;  Advisory  Members  Present:  Member  Sustarich;  Advisory  Members  Absent: 
Members  Habert  and  Nervo. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  October  28,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  October  28,  2008  Meeting 
Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen, 
D'Agostino  and  Hillan)  (Absent:  Members  LeBeau,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Short)  (Explanatory 

Document:  October  28,  2008  Approved  Minutes  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironnrient  paqe.asp?id=91 306) 

(Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Introduction  of  New  Council  Members.  (Discussion)  Chair  Milne  reported  on  current  Council 
voting  and  advisory  membership  and  welcomed  new  members  Maria  DAgostino  and  Naomi 
LeBeau.  Member  D'Agostino  introduced  herself  and  discussed  her  interest  and  work  in  the 
urban  forest  as  a  planting  manager  for  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  then  the  San  Francisco 
Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry,  and  now  as  the  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  for  the  City  of  Redwood 
City.  Member  Blair  welcomed  new  and  reappointed  members  and  thanked  (1 )  the  members  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  reappointing  her,  (2)  Mr.  John  Rizzo,  the  San  Francisco  Tree 
Council's  original  Board  director  member  and  a  Sierra  Club  member  of  the  Director's  Committee 
of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Group  and  San  Francisco  Bay  Chapter,  and  (3)  all  of  the  members 
who  have  supported  her  and  the  work  that  the  Tree  Council  has  done  to  preserve  trees. 

4.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Council  will  hold  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  following  tree  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree. 
(Discussion  and  Action) 

California  Buckeye  (Aesculus  Californica),  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street,  Assessor's 
Block  4168,  Lot  11.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Members  and  Staff 
Evaluation  Forms  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadeclfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/EvaluatjonForms.pdf,  Written 
Summary  (PDF)  http://sfgov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/WrittenFindinqs  doc: 

Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  431-08  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Res431  -08Buckeve.pdf  and 

Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Packet  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/081305LandmarkTreeNomin 
ationPacket.pdf). 
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At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will  forward 
approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

PRESENTER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 

Chair  Milne  announced  that  the  agenda  has  listed  the  block  number  as  41 6B  based  on  the 
resolution,  but  the  material  shows  that  it  is  4168,  and  requested  a  correction  on  subsequent 
documentation. 

Member  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  held  a  meeting  and  unanimously 
recommended  landmark  tree  status  of  this  tree  to  the  Council.  The  Council's  and  Board  of 
Supervisor's  landmark  tree  endorsement  process  was  explained.  Member  Boss  reported  on  the 
merits  of  the  tree  as  presented  in  the  written  summary  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supporting/2008/WrittenFindings.doc  that  includes: 

•  The  tree  is  an  uncommon,  possibly  rare  tree  in  San  Francisco 

•  The  tree  was  quite  a  large  specimen  for  this  species  with  a  huge  canopy  spread  and 
great  trunk  girth 

•  The  tree  appeared  to  be  quite  old,  though  no  estimation  of  age  was  postulated 

•  The  tree  was  of  natural  historical  significance  as  being  a  likely  genetic  and  possibly 
naturally-occurring  remnant  of  the  original  San  Francisco  forest.  California 
Buckeyes  are  native  to  Potrero  Hill,  and  this  specimen  is  quite  possibly  a  progeny  of 
these  locally-native  trees.  California  Buckeyes  were  also  used  by  the  Ohlone 
Indians  for  fishing  and  for  food. 

•  The  tree  is  in  a  high  traffic  area,  is  accessible  from  a  public  right  of  way  and  is  very 
visible  from  the  station  platform  as  well  as  from  the  train. 

•  The  tree  provided  habitat  and  food  for  multiple  varieties  of  wildlife,  including 
indigenous  species 

•  The  tree  was  a  prominent  landscape  feature  occurring  in  an  area  of  low  tree  density. 

•  The  tree  was  profiled,  with  a  photo,  in  the  publication  "A  History  of  Potrero  Hill"  by 
Peter  Linenthal  and  Abigail  Johnston 

•  The  tree  has  a  striking  character;  despite  obvious  abuse  and  structural  problems, 
much  of  the  tree  appears  sound,  and  is  not  a  hazard. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  George  Slack  stated  that  he  is  the  property  owner  of  757  Pennsylvania 
Street,  and  that  the  tree  actually  overhangs  on  his  property.  Mr.  Slack  expressed  his  support  for 
landmarking  the  tree  and  inquired  about  maintenance  pruning.  Council  members  reported  that 
the  tree  would  need  regular  maintenance  pruning. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  tree  is  on  Joint  Powers  Board  state  property  so  City 
landmarking  regulations  may  not  apply;  hence,  a  City  permit  may  not  be  required  if  they  wanted 
to  remove  the  tree. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  D'Agostino,  the  California 
Buckeye  located  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street  was  approved  for  recommendation  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  landmark  tree  status  ((AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair, 
Boss,  Cohen,  D'Agostino  and  Hillan)  (Absent:  Members  LeBeau,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and 
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Short).  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Resolution  010-08-UFC  757  Pennsylvania 
Street 

http://web1.sfqov.oro/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/Res010-08-UFC757Pennsvlva 

5.  Urban  Forest  Plan  Budget  Cut-  Discussion  on  how  to  restore  funds  for  completion  of  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan.  (Discussion) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Planning  Department's  process  for  creating  and  integrating  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan  into  the  City's  General  Plan  has  been  cut  out  of  their  budget  because  of  the 
City's  budget  reductions.  It  was  explained  that  the  Planning  Department  had  already  hired  a 
consultant  and  held  two  or  three  stakeholder  meetings  to  formulate  how  the  Plan  could  be 
integrated  into  the  City's  General  Plan,  but  work  has  now  stopped.  Council  Members  discussed 
strategies  for  recovering  funding  to  move  forward. 

Member  Cohen  discussed  the  President  elect's  promise  to  infuse  urban  areas  and  cities  with 
funding  for  public  works  programs  and  how  that  might  relate  to  urban  forestry  related  efforts. 
Member  Cohen  suggested  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  and  the  Council  prepare  a 
proposal  to  not  only  integrate  the  Plan,  but  to  actually  enlarge  the  scope  to  include  creating  jobs 
on  projects,  e.g.  the  pilot  to  create  pocket  park  gardens,  etc. 

Member  Blair  (1)  reported  that  she  had  attended  the  Planning  Commission  meeting  to  request 
funding  for  implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  into  the  General  Plan,  and  the  Chair 
suggested  hiring  a  pro-bono  consultant;  (2)  inquired  with  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  whether  they  could  fund  the  implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan;  (3) 
recommended  reduction  of  funding  by  hiring  only  the  main  consultant,  EDAW  that  would  consult 
with  qualified  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  (4)  suggested  that  the  existing  Urban 
Forest  Plan  created  by  HortScience  and  approved  by  the  Council  in  2005  be  recommended  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  approval  with  the  intent  that  work  would  be  resumed  by  the 
Planning  Department  when  funding  becomes  available.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  future 
process  for  implementation  of  an  Urban  Forest  Plan  would  continue  to  be  reviewed.  Member 
Sustarich  reported  that  he  would  inquire  with  the  PUC  whether  funding  would  be  available,  but 
is  unclear  whether  funding  is  required  to  finish  the  plan  or  to  integrate  it  into  the  General  Plan. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  has  participated  in  meetings  with  the  Planning  Department  to 
determine  how  to  proceed,  e.g.,  reduce  the  scope  of  work  for  less  money,  determine  what  has 
been  worked  on  already,  etc.  It  was  explained  that  there  would  be  additional  meetings 
scheduled  on  moving  forward  with  the  Plan  and  a  future  report  would  be  provided  to  the 
Council. 

6.  Recreation  and  Park  Department  Tree  Removals  at  Park  Presidio-  Discussion/advice  on 
how  to  preserve  large  mature  trees  at  Park  Presidio.  (Explanatory  Document:  HortScience/Park 
Presidio  Tree  Assessment  (PDF) 

http://www.sfqov.org/wcm  recpark/Notice/ParkPresidioTreeAssessmentMqmtPlan.pdf)  (DiSCUSSion) 

Speakers:  Member  Blair  and  Ms.  Jeanne  McWalters,  Park  Presidio  Neighbor 

Member  Blair  requested  that  Recreation  and  Park  Department  Acting  Director,  Jared 
Blumenfeld,  send  a  department  representative  to  regularly  inform  Council  members  of  tree 
activity  in  public  parks,  especially  as  it  relates  to  tree  removal.  Member  Blair  expressed  her 
concern  with  park  trees  being  removed  without  public  notice  and  with  HortScience's  report's 
reference  for  the  need  to  remove  50  or  70  trees  that  are  described  as  an  immediate  hazard. 
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Member  Blair  indicated  that  she  is  happy  to  report  that  trees  will  not  be  removed  because  of  a 
lack  of  funding.  Member  Blair  also  expressed  her  concern  that  larger  trees  are  being  replaced 
with  trees  that  are  much  smaller  and  of  unequal  value.  Chair  Milne  discussed  Recreation  and 
Park  Department's  concern  with  dangerous  trees  and  lack  of  funding  to  address  the  situation 
and  the  regulation  that  a  30-day  public  notice  be  posted  when  removing  park  trees. 

Statement  by  Ms.  Jeanne  McWalters,  Funston  Avenue  resident  regarding  Park  Presidio 
Boulevard  Tree  Study  and  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  plans  to  remove  trees 
and  shrubs: 

Hello,  I'm  Jeanne  McWalters  and  I'm  here  to  voice  my  concern  about  the  Park  Presidio  tree 
study  recently  commissioned  by  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  earlier  in  2008.  Our 
family  has  owned  our  two  buildings  on  Funston  Avenue  for  over  86  years.  I'd  like  to  say  first 
that  I  am  in  complete  support  of  the  removal  or  trimming  back  of  any  dangerous  tree  that 
threatens  human  life  or  property. 

However,  I  am  also  here  to  say  that  I  am  concerned  about  the  sheer  scope  of  the  study  and 
that,  if  used  as  a  blueprint  in  the  future,  we  stand  to  lose  much  more  than  the  50  trees  that 
are  deemed  dangerous.  To  us  and  many  residents,  that  represents  more  unhealthy  noise, 
particulate  matter  and  pollution,  wind,  lowered  property  values  and  a  far-reaching  impact, 
especially  with  a  poor  effort  at  reforestation  with  larger,  fast-growing  sized  shrubs  and  trees. 

For  example,  on  page  11,  HortScience  says  that  there  are  692  trees  that  are  "unsuitable  to 
preserve"  which  represents  40%  of  the  lower  and  upper  canopy  on  my  block  alone;  on  page 
18,  he  recommends  the  removal  of  "small  or  invasive  species  like  myoporum  and 
pittosporum"  and  on  page  19  recommends  the  experimentation  of  the  "ability  of  existing 
shrubs  to  regenerate  following  pruning  to  the  ground".  On  page  9,  he  explains  that  he 
counted  groups  of  species  as  just  one  tree,  thus  increasing  the  number  of  removals  to  the 
1,000's. 

Finally,  aside  from  the  actual  impacts  to  our  tree  canopy  described  above,  many  of  us  are 
troubled  by  the  lack  of  public  notice  about  this  plan.  Democracy  can  be  inconvenient,  but 
people  who  live  along  Park  Presidio  Boulevard  have  a  right  to  know  about  their  greenbelt. 
Many  people  who  came  to  the  meeting  were  disappointed  that  the  meeting  place  was 
changed  at  the  very  last  minute,  causing  many  residents  to  go  back  home  and  miss  this 
important  meeting. 

Ms.  McWalters  distributed  an  article  on  "Air  Pollution  and  Heart  Disease:  Recent  Developments" 
(Explanatory  Document:  Article  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviro^ 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  the  high  hazard  rating  of  the  50  trees  that  were  being  considered 
for  removal  and  discussed  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  reasons  for  replacing  these  trees 
with  smaller  trees,  e.g.,  smaller  trees  root  and  grow  better  and  will  grow  faster  over  time  than  a 
larger  tree.  Member  Sustarich  reported  that  tree  crews  are  under  budgeted  and  under  staffed  to 
do  much  more  than  hazard  abatement  at  this  time,  and  would  probably  not  have  the  ability  to 
work  on  a  large-scale  tree  removal  project. 
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Member  D'Agostino  discussed  the  integrity  of  HortScience's  work  and  potential  liability  for  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  if  hazardous  trees  are  not  removed.  It  was  explained  that  the 
value  and  suitability  of  the  recommendations  for  replanting  and  removal  of  understory  are  being 
considered  in  order  to  determine  best  management  practices  for  the  Park  Presidio. 

Member  Cohen  discussed  past  restoration  practices  by  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
where  experiments  were  performed  on  large  swaths  of  area  instead  of  a  smaller  area.  It  was 
stated  that  even  though  HortScience  is  respected,  their  report  can  still  be  questioned  and  other 
assessment  programs  that  discuss  different  methodologies  for  caring  of  older/larger  trees 
should  be  considered.  Member  Cohen  suggested  that  (1 )  targets  such  as  bus  stops  and 
benches  near  larger  trees  could  be  moved  instead  of  removing  the  tree;  and  (2)  replacing  large 
trees  with  a  small  tree  that  will  have  a  large  stature  would  be  more  acceptable  than  replacing  it 
with  a  small  tree  that  will  have  a  small  stature. 

Member  Hillan  (1)  thanked  Coordinator  Hui  for  stating  her  perspective  on  planting  of  younger 
trees  and  smaller  trees  as  having  great  value  in  the  ultimate  development  of  the  form  and 
structure  of  the  root  system  and  how  that  would  make  better  use  of  resources;  (2)  commended 
the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  for  commissioning  the  HortScience  assessment  that 
provides  a  rational  guide;  (3)  agreed  that  hazardous  trees  should  be  considered  for  removal  to 
preserve  property,  human  health,  and  safety;  (4)  has  observed  that  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  has  always  performed  reasonable  assessments  and  used  good  judgment  in  their 
work  in  the  past;  and  (5)  did  not  agree  that  moving  benches  and  bus  stops  would  be  a  viable 
alternative  for  tree  preservation. 

7.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion).  Coordinator  Hui  provided  updates  on  the 
monthly  meeting  with  the  Mayor's  Office;  landmark  tree  nominations,  certificates,  criteria  and 
outreach;  Urban  Forestry  Council  appointments;  the  Urban  Forest  Plan;  Green  Christmas 
program;  arborist  certification  exam  preparation  course,  and  tree  planting  activities  in  the 
Bayview.  Additional  information  can  be  referenced  in  the  Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report 

(PDF)  http://web1  .sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/rrieetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/StaffReport.pclf) 

8.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  December  18,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421.  A  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  report  was  not  provided  at  this  time. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  January  13,  2009,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421 .  Char  Boss  indicated  that  there  was  no  additional  report  to  make  other  than  the 
Committee's  endorsement  of  landmark  tree  status  for  the  California  Buckeye  tree  located 
behind  757  Pennsylvania  discussed  earlier  in  the  meeting. 

9.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion).  Chair  Milne  announced  that  he  is  looking  forward  to  hearing  additional  landmark 
tree  nominations  in  the  future.  No  additional  announcements  were  made  at  this  time. 
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10.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion).  Member  D'Agostino  (1) 
asked  that  the  Council  consider  different  meeting  times  in  the  future;  (2)  expressed  her  interest 
in  serving  on  a  Committee;  and  (3)  requested  that  the  Council  do  additional  outreach  of  new 
members  in  the  future.  Chair  Milne  requested  that  the  Council  Secretary  report  back  at  the  next 
meeting  with  City  Hall  room  availability  and  explained  that  Committee  membership  and  structure 
would  be  considered  once  the  full  Council  is  appointed.  Member  Blair  asked  that  the  Jared 
Blumenfeld,  Acting  Director  of  Recreation  and  Park  Department,  request  that  the  Council's 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  advisory  member  inform  Council  members  of  large  tree 
projects  and  move  forward  on  landmarking  a  tree  in  our  public  parks.  Chair  Milne  reported  that 
the  tree  at  McLaren  Lodge  in  Golden  Gate  Park  is  being  targeted  for  landmark  tree  status. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Council  Bylaws  would  have  to  be  amended  to  change  the 
structure  of  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  as  it  now  requires  more  members  than  a 
quorum  of  the  Council.  Member  Boss  requested  a  status  report  on  the  revised  landmark  tree 
evaluation  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  forms  have  not  yet  been  introduced  at  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  would  probably  be  scheduled  after  the  holidays  in  January. 

1 1 .  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  of  the 
Environment  Environmental  Justice  Program  Manager,  reported  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  budget  process  for  the  next  fiscal  year  and  how  it  affects  the  Council.  It  was 
explained  that  the  budget  would  be  submitted  to  the  Director  within  the  next  couple  of  weeks, 
and  a  global  budget  would  be  put  together  in  January.  Requests  would  be  made  to  City 
agencies  in  the  amount  of  $80,000  to  $90,000  to  support  staff  salaries,  benefits  and  overhead. 
Ms.  Eng  described  Department  fundraising  efforts  and  the  request  to  the  Mayor's  Office  to  attain 
federal  government  stimulus  monies  for  urban  forestry  activities  as  identified  by  the  Council. 
Member  Blair  asked  if  funding  could  be  allocated  toward  implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest 
Plan  into  the  General  Plan.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  meetings  have  been  scheduled  on 
implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  a  review  is  being  done  on  ways  to  move  forward 
regardless  of  the  availability  of  funding. 

12.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  11:30  a.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment, 
1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on 
the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed 
below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish(5)Sfgov.org.  
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Respectfully  submitted  by, 
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One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
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JAN  2  3  2009 


Order  of  Business 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting  convened  at  10:10  a.m. 
Voting  Members  Present:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen,  D'Agostino,  and  Hillan; 
Voting  Members  Excused:  Members  LeBeau  and  Sherk;  Voting  Members  Absent:  Members 
Rodgers  and  Short;  Advisory  Members  Present:  Member  Sustarich;  Advisory  Members  Absent: 
Members  Habert  and  Nervo. 


2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  October  28,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Regular  Meeting. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  October  28,  2008  Meeting 
Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair,  Boss,  Cohen, 
D'Agostino  and  Hillan)  (Absent:  Members  LeBeau,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and  Short)  (Explanatory 

Document:  October  28,  2008  Approved  Minutes  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  page.asp?id=91 306) 

(Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Introduction  of  New  Council  Members.  (Discussion)  Chair  Milne  reported  on  current  Council 
voting  and  advisory  membership  and  welcomed  new  members  Maria  D'Agostino  and  Naomi 
LeBeau.  Member  D'Agostino  introduced  herself  and  discussed  her  interest  and  work  in  the 
urban  forest  as  a  planting  manager  for  the  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest,  then  the  San  Francisco 
Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry,  and  now  as  the  Urban  Forestry  Specialist  for  the  City  of  Redwood 
City.  Member  Blair  welcomed  new  and  reappointed  members  and  thanked  (1 )  the  six 
progressive  members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  reappointing  her,  (2)  Mr.  John  Rizzo,  the 
San  Francisco  Tree  Council's  original  Board  director  member  and  a  Sierra  Club  member  of  the 
Director's  Committee  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Group  and  San  Francisco  Bay  Chapter,  and  (3) 
all  of  the  members  who  have  supported  her  and  the  work  that  the  Tree  Council  has  done  to 
preserve  trees. 

4.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Council  will  hold  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  following  tree  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a  landmark  tree. 
(Discussion  and  Action) 

California  Buckeye  (Aesculus  Californica),  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street,  Assessor's 
Block  4168,  Lot  11.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Members  and  Staff 
Evaluation  Forms  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/EvaluatjonForms.pdf.  Written 
Summary  (PDF)  http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supporting/2008/WrittenFindinqs.doc: 

Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  431-08  (PDF) 

http://sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Res431  -08Buckeve.pdf  and 

Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Packet  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/081 305LandmarkTreeNomin 
ationPacket.pdf). 
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At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Council  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision.  The  Council  will  forward 
approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

PRESENTER:  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Chair  Mike  Boss 

Chair  Milne  announced  that  the  agenda  has  listed  the  block  number  as  41 6B  based  on  the 
resolution,  but  the  material  shows  that  it  is  4168,  and  requested  a  correction  on  subsequent 
documentation. 

Member  Boss  reported  that  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  held  a  meeting  and  unanimously 
recommended  landmark  tree  status  of  this  tree  to  the  Council.  The  Council's  and  Board  of 
Supervisor's  landmark  tree  endorsement  process  was  explained.  Member  Boss  reported  on  the 
merits  of  the  tree  as  presented  in  the  written  summary  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc/supporting/2008/WrittenFindings.doc  that  includes: 

•  The  tree  is  an  uncommon,  possibly  rare  tree  in  San  Francisco 

•  The  tree  was  quite  a  large  specimen  for  this  species  with  a  huge  canopy  spread  and 
great  trunk  girth 

•  The  tree  appeared  to  be  quite  old,  though  no  estimation  of  age  was  postulated 

•  The  tree  was  of  natural  historical  significance  as  being  a  likely  genetic  and  possibly 
naturally-occurring  remnant  of  the  original  San  Francisco  forest.  California 
Buckeyes  are  native  to  Potrero  Hill,  and  this  specimen  is  quite  possibly  a  progeny  of 
these  locally-native  trees.  California  Buckeyes  were  also  used  by  the  Ohlone 
Indians  for  fishing  and  for  food. 

•  The  tree  is  in  a  high  traffic  area,  is  accessible  from  a  public  right  of  way  and  is  very 
visible  from  the  station  platform  as  well  as  from  the  train. 

•  The  tree  provided  habitat  and  food  for  multiple  varieties  of  wildlife,  including 
indigenous  species 

•  The  tree  was  a  prominent  landscape  feature  occurring  in  an  area  of  low  tree  density. 

•  The  tree  was  profiled,  with  a  photo,  in  the  publication  "A  History  of  Potrero  Hill"  by 
Peter  Linenthal  and  Abigail  Johnston 

•  The  tree  has  a  striking  character;  despite  obvious  abuse  and  structural  problems, 
much  of  the  tree  appears  sound,  and  is  not  a  hazard. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  George  Slack  stated  that  he  is  the  property  owner  of  757  Pennsylvania 
Street,  and  that  the  tree  actually  overhangs  on  his  property.  Mr.  Slack  expressed  his  support  for 
landmarking  the  tree  and  inquired  about  maintenance  pruning.  Council  members  reported  that 
the  tree  would  need  regular  maintenance  pruning. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  tree  is  on  Joint  Powers  Board  state  property  so  City 
landmarking  regulations  may  not  apply;  hence,  a  City  permit  may  not  be  required  if  they  wanted 
to  remove  the  tree. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  D'Agostino,  the  California 
Buckeye  located  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street  was  approved  for  recommendation  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  landmark  tree  status  ((AYES:  Chair  Milne,  Members  Blair, 
Boss,  Cohen,  D'Agostino  and  Hillan)  (Absent:  Members  LeBeau,  Rodgers,  Sherk  and 
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Short).  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Resolution  010-08-UFC  757  Pennsylvania 
Street 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supDortinq/2008/Res010-08-UFC757Pennsylvan 

5.  Urban  Forest  Plan  Budget  Cut--  Discussion  on  how  to  restore  funds  for  completion  of  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan.  (Discussion) 

Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  Planning  Department's  process  for  creating  and  integrating  the 
Urban  Forest  Plan  into  the  City's  General  Plan  has  been  cut  out  of  their  budget  because  of  the 
City's  budget  reductions.  It  was  explained  that  the  Planning  Department  had  already  hired  a 
consultant  and  held  two  or  three  stakeholder  meetings  to  formulate  how  the  Plan  could  be 
integrated  into  the  City's  General  Plan,  but  work  has  now  stopped.  Council  Members  discussed 
strategies  for  recovering  funding  to  move  forward. 

Member  Cohen  discussed  the  President  elect's  promise  to  infuse  urban  areas  and  cities  with 
funding  for  public  works  programs  and  how  that  might  relate  to  urban  forestry  related  efforts. 
Member  Cohen  suggested  that  the  Department  of  the  Environment  and  the  Council  prepare  a 
proposal  to  not  only  integrate  the  Plan,  but  to  actually  enlarge  the  scope  to  include  creating  jobs 
on  projects,  e.g.  the  pilot  to  create  pocket  park  gardens,  etc. 

Member  Blair  (1)  reported  that  she  had  attended  the  Planning  Commission  meeting  to  request 
funding  for  implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  into  the  General  Plan,  and  the  Chair 
suggested  hiring  a  pro-bono  consultant;  (2)  inquired  with  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  whether  they  could  fund  the  implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan;  (3) 
recommended  reduction  of  funding  by  hiring  only  the  main  consultant,  EDAW  that  would  consult 
with  qualified  members  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  (4)  suggested  that  the  existing  Urban 
Forest  Plan  created  by  HortScience  and  approved  by  the  Council  in  2005  be  recommended  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  approval  with  the  intent  that  work  would  be  resumed  by  the 
Planning  Department  when  funding  becomes  available.  Chair  Milne  reported  that  the  future 
process  for  implementation  of  an  Urban  Forest  Plan  would  continue  to  be  reviewed.  Member 
Sustarich  reported  that  he  would  inquire  with  the  PUC  whether  funding  would  be  available,  but 
is  unclear  whether  funding  is  required  to  finish  the  plan  or  to  integrate  it  into  the  General  Plan. 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  has  participated  in  meetings  with  the  Planning  Department  to 
determine  how  to  proceed,  e.g.,  reduce  the  scope  of  work  for  less  money,  determine  what  has 
been  worked  on  already,  etc.  It  was  explained  that  there  would  be  additional  meetings 
scheduled  on  moving  forward  with  the  Plan  and  a  future  report  would  be  provided  to  the 
Council. 

6.  Recreation  and  Park  Department  Tree  Removals  at  Park  Presidio-  Discussion/advice  on 
how  to  preserve  large  mature  trees  at  Park  Presidio.  (Explanatory  Document:  HortScience/Park 
Presidio  Tree  Assessment  (PDF) 

http://www.sfqov.org/wcm  recpark/Notice/ParkPresidioTreeAssessmentMqmtPlan.pdf)  (Discussion) 

Speakers:  Member  Blair  and  Ms.  Jeanne  McWalters,  Park  Presidio  Neighbor 

Member  Blair  requested  that  Recreation  and  Park  Department  Acting  Director,  Jared 
Blumenfeld,  send  a  department  representative  to  regularly  inform  Council  members  of  tree 
activity  in  public  parks,  especially  as  it  relates  to  tree  removal.  Member  Blair  expressed  her 
concern  with  park  trees  being  removed  without  public  notice  and  with  HortScience's  report's 
reference  for  the  need  to  remove  50  or  70  trees  that  are  described  as  an  immediate  hazard. 
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Member  Blair  indicated  that  she  is  happy  to  report  that  trees  will  not  be  removed  because  of  a 
lack  of  funding.  Member  Blair  also  expressed  her  concern  that  larger  trees  are  being  replaced 
with  trees  that  are  much  smaller  and  of  unequal  value.  Chair  Milne  discussed  Recreation  and 
Park  Department's  concern  with  dangerous  trees  and  lack  of  funding  to  address  the  situation 
and  the  regulation  that  a  30-day  public  notice  be  posted  when  removing  park  trees. 

Statement  by  Ms.  Jeanne  McWalters,  Funston  Avenue  resident  regarding  Park  Presidio 
Boulevard  Tree  Study  and  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  plans  to  remove  trees 
and  shrubs: 

Hello,  I'm  Jeanne  McWalters  and  I'm  here  to  voice  my  concern  about  the  Park  Presidio  tree 
study  recently  commissioned  by  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  earlier  in  2008.  Our 
family  has  owned  our  two  buildings  on  Funston  Avenue  for  over  86  years.  I'd  like  to  say  first 
that  I  am  in  complete  support  of  the  removal  or  trimming  back  of  any  dangerous  tree  that 
threatens  human  life  or  property. 

However,  I  am  also  here  to  say  that  I  am  concerned  about  the  sheer  scope  of  the  study  and 
that,  if  used  as  a  blueprint  in  the  future,  we  stand  to  lose  much  more  than  the  50  trees  that 
are  deemed  dangerous.  To  us  and  many  residents,  that  represents  more  unhealthy  noise, 
particulate  matter  and  pollution,  wind,  lowered  property  values  and  a  far-reaching  impact, 
especially  with  a  poor  effort  at  reforestation  with  larger,  fast-growing  sized  shrubs  and  trees. 

For  example,  on  page  1 1 ,  HortScience  says  that  there  are  692  trees  that  are  "unsuitable  to 
preserve"  which  represents  40%  of  the  lower  and  upper  canopy  on  my  block  alone;  on  page 
18,  he  recommends  the  removal  of  "small  or  invasive  species  like  myoporum  and 
pittosporum"  and  on  page  19  recommends  the  experimentation  of  the  "ability  of  existing 
shrubs  to  regenerate  following  pruning  to  the  ground".  On  page  9,  he  explains  that  he 
counted  groups  of  species  as  just  one  tree,  thus  increasing  the  number  of  removals  to  the 
1,000's.  ~ 

Finally,  aside  from  the  actual  impacts  to  our  tree  canopy  described  above,  many  of  us  are 
troubled  by  the  lack  of  public  notice  about  this  plan.  Democracy  can  be  inconvenient,  but 
people  who  live  along  Park  Presidio  Boulevard  have  a  right  to  know  about  their  greenbelt. 
Many  people  who  came  to  the  meeting  were  disappointed  that  the  meeting  place  was 
changed  at  the  very  last  minute,  causing  many  residents  to  go  back  home  and  miss  this 
important  meeting. 

Ms.  McWalters  distributed  an  article  on  "Air  Pollution  and  Heart  Disease:  Recent  Developments" 
(Explanatory  Document:  Article  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviro^ 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  on  the  high  hazard  rating  of  the  50  trees  that  were  being  considered 
for  removal  and  discussed  Recreation  and  Park  Department's  reasons  for  replacing  these  trees 
with  smaller  trees,  e.g.,  smaller  trees  root  and  grow  better  and  will  grow  faster  over  time  than  a 
larger  tree.  Member  Sustarich  reported  that  tree  crews  are  under  budgeted  and  under  staffed  to 
do  much  more  than  hazard  abatement  at  this  time,  and  would  probably  not  have  the  ability  to 
work  on  a  large-scale  tree  removal  project. 
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Member  D'Agostino  discussed  the  integrity  of  HortScience's  work  and  potential  liability  for  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  if  hazardous  trees  are  not  removed.  It  was  explained  that  the 
value  and  suitability  of  the  recommendations  for  replanting  and  removal  of  understory  are  being 
considered  in  order  to  determine  best  management  practices  for  the  Park  Presidio. 

Member  Cohen  discussed  past  restoration  practices  by  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
where  experiments  were  performed  on  large  swaths  of  area  instead  of  a  smaller  area.  It  was 
stated  that  even  though  HortScience  is  respected,  their  report  can  still  be  questioned  and  other 
assessment  programs  that  discuss  different  methodologies  for  caring  of  older/larger  trees 
should  be  considered.  Member  Cohen  suggested  that  (1 )  targets  such  as  bus  stops  and 
benches  near  larger  trees  could  be  moved  instead  of  removing  the  tree;  and  (2)  replacing  large 
trees  with  a  small  tree  that  will  have  a  large  stature  would  be  more  acceptable  than  replacing  it 
with  a  small  tree  that  will  have  a  small  stature. 

Member  Hillan  (1)  thanked  Coordinator  Hui  for  stating  her  perspective  on  planting  of  younger 
trees  and  smaller  trees  as  having  great  value  in  the  ultimate  development  of  the  form  and 
structure  of  the  root  system  and  how  that  would  make  better  use  of  resources;  (2)  commended 
the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  for  commissioning  the  HortScience  assessment  that 
provides  a  rational  guide;  (3)  agreed  that  hazardous  trees  should  be  considered  for  removal  to 
preserve  property,  human  health,  and  safety;  (4)  has  observed  that  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Department  has  always  performed  reasonable  assessments  and  used  good  judgment  in  their 
work  in  the  past;  and  (5)  did  not  agree  that  moving  benches  and  bus  stops  would  be  a  viable 
alternative  for  tree  preservation. 

7.  Staff  Report.  Staff  will  provide  updates  on  Urban  Forestry  Council  administrative  and 
programmatic  operations  relating  to  research,  planning,  funding,  outreach,  and  other  related 
activities.  (Informational  Report  and  Discussion).  Coordinator  Hui  provided  updates  on  the 
monthly  meeting  with  the  Mayor's  Office;  landmark  tree  nominations,  certificates,  criteria  and 
outreach;  Urban  Forestry  Council  appointments;  the  Urban  Forest  Plan;  Green  Christmas 
program;  arborist  certification  exam  preparation  course,  and  tree  planting  activities  in  the 
Bayview.  Additional  information  can  be  referenced  in  the  Explanatory  Document:  Staff  Report 

(PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.org/site/ui3loadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc/supportinq/2008/StaffReport.pdf) 

8.  Committee  Reports:  (Informational  Reports  and  Discussion) 
Planning  &  Funding  Committee,  Chair,  Carla  Short 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Thursday,  December  18,  2008,  4:15  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421.  A  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  report  was  not  provided  at  this  time. 

Landmark  Tree  Committee,  Chair,  Mike  Boss 

The  next  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  January  13,  2009,  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421 .  Char  Boss  indicated  that  there  was  no  additional  report  to  make  other  than  the 
Committee's  endorsement  of  landmark  tree  status  for  the  California  Buckeye  tree  located 
behind  757  Pennsylvania  discussed  earlier  in  the  meeting. 

9.  Chair's  Announcements:  Terry  Milne,  Chair,  Urban  Forestry  Council  (Information  and 
Discussion).  Chair  Milne  announced  that  he  is  looking  forward  to  hearing  additional  landmark 
tree  nominations  in  the  future.  No  additional  announcements  were  made  at  this  time. 
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10.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion).  Member  D'Agostino  (1) 
asked  that  the  Council  consider  different  meeting  times  in  the  future;  (2)  expressed  her  interest 
in  serving  on  a  Committee;  and  (3)  requested  that  the  Council  do  additional  outreach  of  new 
members  in  the  future.  Chair  Milne  requested  that  the  Council  Secretary  report  back  at  the  next 
meeting  with  City  Hall  room  availability  and  explained  that  Committee  membership  and  structure 
would  be  considered  once  the  full  Council  is  appointed.  Member  Blair  asked  that  Jared 
Blumenfeld,  Acting  Director  of  Recreation  and  Park  Department,  request  that  the  Council's 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  advisory  member  inform  Council  members  of  large  tree 
projects  and  move  forward  on  landmarking  a  tree  in  our  public  parks.  Chair  Milne  reported  that 
the  tree  at  McLaren  Lodge  in  Golden  Gate  Park  is  being  targeted  for  landmark  tree  status. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Council  Bylaws  would  have  to  be  amended  to  change  the 
structure  of  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  as  it  now  requires  more  members  than  a 
quorum  of  the  Council.  Member  Boss  requested  a  status  report  on  the  revised  landmark  tree 
evaluation  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  forms  have  not  yet  been  introduced  at  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  would  probably  be  scheduled  after  the  holidays  in  January. 

1 1 .  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Council  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Council's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Ms.  Anne  Eng,  Department  of  the 
Environment  Environmental  Justice  Program  Manager,  reported  on  the  Department  of 
Environment's  budget  process  for  the  next  fiscal  year  and  how  it  affects  the  Council.  It  was 
explained  that  the  budget  would  be  submitted  to  the  Director  within  the  next  couple  of  weeks, 
and  a  global  budget  would  be  put  together  in  January.  Requests  would  be  made  to  City 
agencies  in  the  amount  of  $80,000  to  $90,000  to  support  staff  salaries,  benefits  and  overhead. 
Ms.  Eng  described  Department  fundraising  efforts  and  the  request  to  the  Mayor's  Office  to  attain 
federal  government  stimulus  monies  for  urban  forestry  activities  as  identified  by  the  Council. 
Member  Blair  asked  if  funding  could  be  allocated  toward  implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest 
Plan  into  the  General  Plan.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  meetings  have  been  scheduled  on 
implementation  of  the  Urban  Forest  Plan  and  a  review  is  being  done  on  ways  to  move  forward 
regardless  of  the  availability  of  funding. 

12.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  adjourned  at  1 1 :30  a.m. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment, 
1 1  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  by  clicking  on 
the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  address  listed 
below,  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish(5)Sfgov.org.  


Urban  Forestry  Council 

San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

Approved:  January  23,  2009 


